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About This Issue: 


The purpose of this edition is to air comments which reflect the changing character of our 
movement. In times past, many of us were possessed of a sense of optimism with the opportunity to 
work within the existing framework of our nation and its government. In the absence of optimism, 
many of the remainder of us felt obliged to expend every effort to work within this framework. We 
courted the media, we cooperated with *authority* and *the authorities,* we supported individuals 
who were actively seeking positions of responsibility within *the system,* trying to find a course 
back to the principles upon which our great nation was founded— independence and sovereignty of 
the individual; respect for the rights of everyone; government profoundly limited in authority and 
thus power; the concept of *do unto others as you would have them do unto you* applied and 
practiced as individuals, and required of government. 

More and more of us are realizing that all we have accomplished is to make marked targets of 
ourselves, those of us who have earnestly tried to make this return a peaceful and welcome 
evolution by the recitation and application of reason, logic, and the lessons of history. We have been 
denigrated by the media, assaulted in overt and covert ways by all aspects of government; rather 
than being a salvation, the Republican Revolution has revealed itself to be nothing more than an 
enforcement mechanism for the outrages perpetrated by previous regimes. 




































The general mood is surly; patience and optimism are absent. The essays and snippets herein 
presented are reflective of that mood. The final piece of this edition is a petition by the Gun Owners 
of America to Newt Gingrich in an attempt to reverse the assault on the Second Amendment. It is 
offered in the hope that things can be reversed. It is perhaps the final attempt to set things right 
* within the system.* 

Roving Editor William Michael Kem p ( minutemn@pcl.nef ). 


This issue can be found at: 

• Patrick Henry On-Line 

• The Patriot Coalition 










A Modern Militiaman In Jail 


Dear Modern Militiaman: 

With all the negative media hype regarding the militia; Bob Starr's incarceration; Guy* 
incarceration; the incarceration of countless unsung other good folks; and in the fallout from the 
McVeigh debacle, I feel the need to address a subject which may become relevant to the modern 
militiaman: life in jail. 

One of my concerns going in was the possibility of being bored to the point of madness — and I 
mean literal madness. This situation has not obtained. In one respect, I am atypical, and very 
fortunate. I have a lot of friends who send mail—letters, email postings, correspondence of all 
descriptions. I have acquired new friends, and strengthened friendships with others. For the sanity of 
the jailed militiaman (and be reminded, the law and the dictionary define who is a militiaman — and 
that is dem near everybody), remember him or her. Spread the word, and the contact address. It is 
our duty. 

Not only is it our duty, we reap as we sow. In December, 1776, Thomas Paine spoke of the "summer 
soldier and sunshine patriot." He mentions that tyranny, like hell, is not easily conquered, but that a 
difficult struggle results in glorious triumph. He discusses the celestial price of heavenly goods—to 
wit, freedom. He points out that the then embodiment of tyranny, Great Britain, presumed 
themselves to possess the right not only to tax, but to bind their "subjects" "in all cases whatsoever." 
Paine points out that if this is not slavery, no such thing exists. 

Our embodiment of tyranny, government at *all* levels, presumes no less. "Laws" in defiance of 
our rights have been foisted onto a sheepish people, and those who would stand in defiance, in 
protection of their rights, are prisoners in the making. The "War on Drugs" and the "War on Guns" 
go hand in hand as started during the first "War on Drugs" — Prohibition — the War on Alcohol. It 
was in the wake of Prohibition that silencers and automatic weapons were outlawed. 

It has now reached such an absurd condition that a husband taking his wife's innocuous 
antihistamine could incur a federal felony conviction. Of course, our "masters" are not subject to 
such treatment — but we are "subject" to anything government, with the willing cooperation of those 
"protectors of the First Amendment," the media, can demonize. Last week, I saw a TV news report, 
delivered by a smiling, bovine reporter, of a roving, random roadblock, complete with dogs, looking 
for "drugs." 

Somehow, "the people" have been convinced that permission of government is required to operate 
*their* cars, which must also be licensed, on roads paid for *by* the people. In some jurisdictions, 
governments send inspectors with rulers to measure the depth of the grass on lawns, and if it doesn't 
"meet specifications," will cut it and bill "the owner." 

This type of governance might be appropriate for a population under military discipline — but we, as 
a people, are *not* subject to such "discipline." We are sovereign — *we own the place.* It's high 
time we started acting like it, standing up for our rights, our principles. *Those who will not stand 
for rights and principles have none.* 

Which brings me back to my first paragraph. The modem militiaman, the American who stands for 
his rights, can expect to see the inside of a jail. Boredom has not been my worst problem. My 
problems have been with diet, and medication, or being forced to stop writing, or walking for 
exercise to go stand in line for medicine, or food, or roll-call, or "lockdown" for no reason at all 
except someone "in authority" said so. 


But the very worst thing about jail has been the utter waste. The waste of my productive time; the 
waste of my normal responsibilities going unfulfilled; missing my son's birthday, or my other son's 
graduation with honors. 

The very, very worst? The utter degradation of our society. Men who have degenerated in our 
modern malignancy. Men who are warped beyond repair, men who babble to themselves and each 
other, guarded by men who haven't a clue. Jail is an enormous, intellectual and emotional void 
which can and will suck the vitality from the modem militiaman, even from one aware of the 
hazards going in. *It is a concentrated microcosm of our society.* 

Our court system has abandoned civilization, and is, by design, intended to crush the spirit of life, 
the spirit of resistance from the modem militiaman. Jail is intended and designed to dehumanize, to 
crush the sense of self, to remove identity. 

Support your brothers and sisters — hold fast to your principles — we stand at a precipice which, I 
believe, would have frightened Thomas Paine, and Thomas Jefferson, and Patrick Henry, and 
George Washington right out of their shoes. 

Jail is the living, breathing, malignant embodiment of Big Brother — the Brave New World in the 
flesh. Madness is a living presence — and it is far worse than boredom. 

William Michael Kem p. 

Gadsden County Jail 
6/12/97 


Power concedes nothing without a demand. It never did, and it never will. Find out just what people 
will submit to, and you have found out the exact amount of injustice and wrong which will be 
imposed upon them; and these will continue until they are resisted with either words or blows, or 
with both. The limits of tyrants are prescribed by the endurance of those whom they oppress. 

—Frederick Douglass, abolitionist, August 4,1857 


The more crap you put up with, the more crap you are going to get. 

Scott Adams; Dilbert’s Laws of Work 


Back to The Modern Militiaman . #7 on Patrick Henry On-Line —OR— 
Back to The Modern Militiaman #7 on The Patriot Coalition 












Living With The White Chickens 


Most people nowadays no longer live on a farm. People are divorced from seeing what they eat. As a result, they 
never see how animal society parallels human society. 

Last year I bought twenty-five Cornish-cross chicks along with a 50 pound bag of feed for twenty dollars from a 
farmer's cooperative. These chicks are supposedly the same as what the big poultry producers like Tyson and 
Con-Agra provide their growers. They are bred to produce one pound of meat per every 1.69 lbs. of feed. Tyson 
scientists live for the day when they can breed a chicken that produces one pound of ninety-five percent white 
meat per one pound input of feed. Presumably the chicken will be as bald as a Mexican hairless dog and able to 
fix the nutrients for its bones from the air. This chicken will be an ingesting, non-excreting, protoplasmic 
machine created for the purpose of providing soft, white flesh for urban customers to eat. Nope, the chicken 
won't have an asshole, as an asshole is nature's way of encouraging waste. But let's not mentally explore the 
ramifications of these decisions, especially at dinnertime. 

These chickens are placed on the farm the day they are hatched. Six weeks to the day after they are put on 
ground, they are collected by minimum-wage boys and men, placed into trucks, sent to the poultry plants where 
they are killed and cut up by minimum-wage women workers under unsanitary conditions, and sold as tender 
broilers. Some birds are allowed to live for an additional week or two so that they will be larger while still 
tender. 

These chicks are bred to grow. Look at one of them closely when they are less than a week old and you can see 
that chick grow, expand. Of course, these chicks spend all their waking hours eating medicated feed loaded with 
antibiotics that hastens the spread of drug-resistant bacteria that might get loose and kill both men and white 
chickens someday. 

This rapid growth rate comes at a cost. These chickens are nearly as dumb as a white turkey. They only live to 
eat. They have difficulty in surviving outside their houses. They seldom lay an egg and then are not able hatch it 
out. They remind me of the vast majority of people living today in this country. 

You cannot enslave a white chicken as long as you have him chained up to his feed trough and water dish. The 
concept of freedom has no meaning to a white chicken. I have some Brown Leghorns in the same pen. These 
wilder chickens eat sparingly and I must clip their wings to keep them inside the pen. If allowed to they would 
sneak away and lay eggs on the sly, trying to hatch them out. White chickens are no problem. A two foot fence 
will suffice for them. They have no ambition to get outside the pen. There is food inside. White chicken people 
are no different. Give them what they call "success" and they won't even think of jumping the fence. They'll sit 
inside, fearful of the predators roaming outdoors. When driving through suburban neighborhoods, I'll say that it 
looks like a white-chicken neighborhood and my libertarian friends know what I mean. 

White chickens are highly cannibalistic, much like rats and human beings. Last October I was given eighteen 
white chicken pullets by my brother. Since it was a cold, rainy day, I threw the pullets in the same pen as the rest 
of the older white chickens. I had thrown a bit of com in the pen earlier. A half hour later I looked out the 
window and saw the older white chickens pecking the livers and gizzards out of seven of the white pullets. They 
wanted protein and they chose the best way to get it. I hurriedly separated the smaller, weaker pullets away from 
the bigger, stronger, white chickens. But there are differences even in the lowest mngs of white chicken society. 
The remaining eleven pecked their weaker members to death and ate them too, until I was down to four and their 
society was down to its allotted norm. 

White chickens are concerned only with eating, so when I take one of their number to eat, they don't blink an eye 
about the fate of their unlucky companion. I have been spurred by one of their wilder cousins, a rooster that I 




allow to run free, when I turned my back one day while taking a white chicken to slaughter. I released the 
chicken, slapped the rooster about a bit and penned him up, then re-caught the white chicken and slaughtered it. 

I have a sneaking admiration for the rooster risking his life to save his big, fat cousin living the high life of white 
chicken society even when he himself is on the edge of it. I'll eat that rooster last. 

If white chickens are not killed and eaten when they are young, they can get so big and fat that their legs break 
under the weight. I've picked up white chickens that died, as near as I could tell, of a heart attack. Their feathers 
fall out, especially around their rear ends, making for a vaguely obscene display. Their hides become tougher 
than shoe leather. Skinning and pulling the thin hide of an old white chicken is more of a strain than any possum, 
coon, or cow than I've ever done. Heck with ostrich-skin boots, I've got something better. The meat is best 
stewed. If you fry or bake these old white chickens, you had best have strong jaws and all your teeth. 

I get the same feeling of being in a pen full of old white chickens whenever I attend a United We Stand, America 
meeting or visit a nursing home. I just do. 

White chickens seldom lay an egg. When they do, they leave it where it dropped on the ground. I have tried 
hatching the eggs in an incubator but they were infertile. I wonder if Tyson scientists artificially inseminate the 
white chickens they breed, like they do with white turkeys? 

In any case, looking at the demographic figures, I get the feeling that we aren't much different than those white 
chickens. We abort 1.5 million of our young yearly and have heaped debts created for our convenience upon 
their narrow shoulders. The only people who seem to have children anymore are the poor, black people, and 
recent immigrants to our country. Brown Leghorn people. They live on the outskirts of polite society and create 
the only potential wealth that poor people have more of than the middle class or the rich. 

I am going to get rid of the last two of my white chickens. I'll give them to my mother, an old woman who will 
patiently pluck and stew them because she values them, having missed a meal or two in her lifetime. The white 
chickens have no Moses to plead for them, that they be spared from their disgusted god. 


The above article was written in November, 1993, and has appeared in The Southwestern Missouri Libertarian, 
Issue 2 and in The Southwestern Missouri Libertarian . Issue 8 . Best of 1-7. 

Back to Patrick Henry On-Line? 









The "Death" of J.J. Johnson 

by J.J. Johnson 


Return-Path: 

Date: Tue, 9 Sep 1997 18:42:25 -0400 (EDT) 
X-Sender: league@pop.mindspring.com 
To: fedbuster@mindspring.com 
From: "3.2. Johnson" 

Subject: The "Death" of 3.3. Johnson 


You might have read my article "California: War Syndrome". Keep that in mind while you read this 
next article. Guess what I found out? I really do have enemies out there and they play 
HARDBALL. I, J.J. Johnson have been effectively "killed". I am now "dead". 

Yes, Nancy and I get called feds, informants, etc. But what happened to me yesterday should take 
care of those rumors. Let me explain. 

On Monday Sep. 8,1 flew out to LA to be part of a "well balanced" panel discussion about "hate 
groups" at the Simon Wiesenthal Center- Museum of Tolerace, in Los Angeles. The distinguished 
guests (with titles listed) were as follows: 

Moderator: Rabbi Abraham Cooper, Associate Dean, Simon Wiesenthal Center 
Mark Potok- Southern Poverty Law Center 

Jerry Anderson- Senior Equal Opportunity Manager, Office of the Deputy 

Assistant Secretary of Defense. Basically, he monitors extremist groups for the Pentagon (Don't ask) 
J.J. Johnson - Former Head of the Ohio Militia 
Richard Abanes - Author, American Militias 
Raphael Ezekiel, Harvard School of Public Health 

All lined up neatly on center stage from left to right. 

5 against 1. Pretty even, huh? 

Anyway, we were all given 5 to 10 minutes to open up with our own monologue going from left to 
right. Yes, the SPLC gave their typical stuff, starting with the infamous "secret" meeting in Estes 
Park, Colorado and ending in Oklahoma City, making sure to mention every militia arrest from 
Georgia to West Virginia and all in between. Of course, he made sure he didn't accuse the militia of 
being racist. Not on the same stage with the former Ohio guy. Smart move on his part. But of 
course, we're still the most dangerous thing to ever hit America since free speech. All of us. 

NOTE: BTW, the SPLC said somebody tried to blow up their headquaters in AL. When did that 
happen, guys?? 

Now, I'm not bragging here, as you will soon see. 

I thought I opened up okay. While the first two men all but bored everyone to sleep with opening 
speeches over 10 minutes with tons of notes, my presentation was 5 minutes exact, no notes, no 
charts, graphs, or any cheap book to promote. Just told the truth. Took a pretty good stab at WV 
Sen. Byrd (Ex KKK Grand Dragon). I told them, "Yes. I may have addressed a group where there 
was a white supremacist in attendance. I also addressed the U.S. Senate who has a member who is 
an ex-KKK Grand Dragon, but I don't call the U.S. Senate a hate group. So they shouldn't call the 
entire militia a hate group". Yeah, I know...Cheap shot. But this is "life" in the trenches, folks. 




I thought my strategy of showing how the militia movement got treated like "paparazzi's" are today 
was pretty timley. While they were all talking about "collective measures" to stop hate crimes, I said 
"The Militia movement was created because too many people want to use 'collective measures' to 
stop hate crimes by taking away the means for the individual to defend against any crime...."My 
fiance is Jewish. I'm Black . No neo-nazi will burn a cross in my front lawn. They know I have a 
deterrent in my house to prevent those types of actions..." (That didn't sell) 

Anyway, you get the drift. 

I also mentioned that certain people back in the 1930s in a European country (who sounded like 
militia people of today) were also called conspiracy theorists, criminals, and everything other than 
human, and that they lost their rights and ended up in gas chambers. That didn't sell, either. 

As a black man, I suprisingly found myself being annoyed at what seemed to be a overt act of 
"white Christian male bashing" going on. Of course, I couldn't say that (hate crimes, remember?). 
But I did say that it seems whenever a bunch of people get together with guns, they're called a 
"militia", unless they're black. Then they're called a "gang". Who's the racist? 

Yeah, right. They got a laugh out of that, too. 

Then... I was blind-sided. BIG TIME. 

I was expecting the hits to come from the SPLC guy. But like "Mark from Michigan" always said, 
"when you're watching the right hand, look out for the left hook." 

I got it-right in the chin, and boy, did it sting... 

The next guy got up (Richard Abanes), and proceed to state that he was at that Granada Forum 
meeting (in LA) last Thursday where I spoke. He then when on to "sound bite" my presentations of 
last Thursday. Check out what I said (according to him): 

1. Carl Drega of New Hampshire should have a street name after him. (see "NH: 

Things that go Boom !!") 

2. We should go out and get personal information on federal law enforcement.and put it 
on the internet. 

3. We can't shoot them because ammo is too expensive. 

Not good. Especially when the ADL, SPLC, a bunch of LA local news networks and about 95 of the 
200 in the audience were California Law Enforcement, (gulp) I found that out when they raise their 
hands to be counted, earlier. 

Now, it’s about 150 against 1. (Ouch) 

Did I say these things? Of course. Did he take what I said out of context? Does it really make a 
difference? Let me show you what he did by saying what he didn't say. 

1. Carl Drega of New Hampshire should have a street named after him. 

IT WAS A JOKE FOLKS! Everyone in the Granada Forum meeting knew it. I was using that case 
to show people how bad it's gotten. 

2. We should go out and get personal information of federal law enforcement. You know photos, 
phone numbers, home addresses, credit card info, etc. and placing them on the INTERNET. 

Yeah, What's new? I've said that in my last 6 presentations. Heck, I even said the at the Steps of the 
Lincoln Memorial in Washington. Many of you have heard that speech before. That's why it's called 


"Using the First Amendment as a First Strike Weapon". I never said go shoot them. BTW, you 
should have seen the look on those officers' faces when that information got out. Half were scared to 
death, the other half wanted me dead. 

3. We can't shoot them because ammo is too expensive. 

-My next statement was "we can't shoot them because it's murder, and we're not murderers". Of 
course he never mentioned that. 

Needless to say, the debate went from "hate groups" to "hate J.J.", followed by ALL the media 
(including the Associated Press taking photos) wanting to know from me, "do all militia groups plan 
on gathering personal info on police and killing them later?" I gotta tell ya, if looks could kill... 

That's right, folks. I had a bad hair day. 

Well, at least they can't call us racists. :) 

What ticked me off the most is that I spent more than half of my Granda Forum presentation 
distancing the militia movement from neo-nazi's and white supremacists, and giving the movement 
some peaceful common sense ideas, showing them what works, and what doesn't. In fact, I gave 
virtually the same presentation. Heck, even the Rabbi agreed with on some things that I said. He 
mention that he had a shotgun in his car when he started a civil rights organization in the 60s 
somewhere in Dixie to protect him from the Klan. See, his gun help prevent a "hate crime"! (That 
didn't go over well, either) 

Like I said, these boys played HARDBALL. And I was dealing with a hard wall. 

Guess who just got moved up a notch on the fed's most hated list? 

Richard Abanes did his homework. He even showed the audience that he had a tape of the event, 
just in cased I would deny it. Why should I? 

He also told the audience that I even addressed the feds at the Granda Forum saying, "I'm no longer 
concerned about getting on your list. I now putting you on my list." Yep. He's right again. I'm guilty. 

There were a few other comments of mine that he took out of context, but he scored major points 
via "sound bites". I now know how Evander Holyfield felt after his last Las Vegas fight with Tyson. 

Okay, I was forced to eat crow. I didn't deny saying any of it. And I humbly apologized for the Carl 
Drega comment. It was after all, a tasteless joke. 

What really, really, really made them mad was that I *would not* apologize for anything else. I 
stated that taking photos of oppressors serves as a DETERRENT against unconstitutional activity. 
They didn't want to hear that, but so what. I wasn't there to satisfy their appetites. 

I shook Abanes' hand afterwards, congratulating him for a good left hook. He told me the he knew I 
wasn't advocating violence at that Patriot meeting. In fact, he's even waiting on Janet Reno to face 
charges for what happened at Waco, also. But I since I am a "well respected person of the militia 
movement" (his words), I should always be concerned, he said, about what kind of "nuts" could be 
in those meetings. He was right. After all, he was there. 

I flew back to Vegas beaten, bloody, and bruised. I contemplated getting somewhat pixelated. I just 
hate that feeling the next morning. The militia movement can now smile. The California police and 
federal law enforcement hate me more than they do, now... and they're not racists anymore. 
Hopefully, the title of "Former Militia Leader" would at least spare the rest of the movement. 


The California War Syndrome had come home to roost, and the SPLC/ADL now have something on 
J.J. they can put in their files. 

Then later, after talking with Nancy and a few other friends to fight off my depression, I began to 
realize something: 

• Richard Abanes WAS at that meeting. 

• He KNEW who I was and knew what I was for and what I was against, even before that 
meeting. 

• He admitted hearing my speeches before. He even knew my positions on certain issues. 
Richard Abanes knew all about me. 

• They had numerous chances to use those statements against me in the past, but choose to do 
so here. 

• He KNEW full well, and all but admitted later that he deliberately took my statements out of 
context. 

• They ALL knew it! 

And what was most important, no one hardly talked about hate groups or hate crimes after I spoke. 
They were busy bashing J.J. Johnson into a pulp. I was merely a human punching bag for them 
because they CAN'T debate the real issues with their opponents face to face. "Carpet bombing" me 
was just the diversion. 

WELL FINE !!!!! 

Since I know some of you attendees at that panel discussion are reading this... 

READ THIS: 

First of all, I heard it cost about $75 per head to attend. Most of you California cops probably got in 
for free. I'm sure it was "education seminar" for you. Well, I hope you got a good education. Sorry I 
didn't recognize you without your jackboots and black hoods. But now, since I'm already dead, 

================SHOUTING MODE ON======================= 

YOU WIN ! Go ahead. Beat on all of us. Lie all you want. We'll be good little Amerikans, and 
obey all your laws. We won't even complain. It was your news that talked about an alarming 
rate of citizens shooting at law enforcement in southern Cal. I noticed they didn't mention the 
word "militia"! 

You've shoved NAFTA, GATT, the Crime Bill, the Anti-terrorism Bill, the Assault Weapon 
Ban, the Brady Bill, and a bunch of other national-socialist (NAZI) crap down our throats! 
You blame us for OKC, the Amtrak derailment, the Olympic Park Bombing, and about every 
other thing that goes wrong in the world! I'm surprised you haven't blamed the death of 
Diana Spencer on us too!! (Or did I speak too soon?) Now, our benevolent FBI director gets 
lauded by the U.S. Senate for calling 72% of the U.S. population domestic terrorists??? My 
God! There's no reason to go off half cocked and start shooting, is there? THAT'S WHY WE 
HAVE POSTAL WORKERS!!! 

Don't worry! WE WON'T BREAK ANY OF YOUR LAWS!!! EVEN THOUGH THERE ARE 
BLACK SUITED, ARMOR WEARING, STATE SPONSORED TERRORISTS DOING IT 
EVERYDAY !!!! 

Yes, Queen Elizabeth Clinton. We'll be just like all those poor faces I saw along the walls at 
the Simon Wiesenthal Center- Museum of Tolerance (Anne Frank, et al.). We'll obey the 
law...all the way to the gas chambers. Don't push! We'll just walk in! 







Like Patty Neill says, "Squeeze bab y. Squeeze." "Squeeze harder". Until our eyeballs pop out 
of their sockets. Shoot our wives in cold blood while they're holding their babies. Shoot our 
young sons in the back. Attack us in church on Sunday mornings. Sodomize us in prisons. 
Poison our troops. Ban our books ! Burn us alive! Tax us into submission. Blow up our federal 
buildings! Shoot down our airplanes! Derail our trains! De-value our money! Take our 
encryption keys. Take our guns. Please! Take our land. Sell our country to the Asians. Lie to 
us. Lie some more! Kill all of us, dammit! Do it for the children. C'mon, baby! You can 
squeeze harder than that!! We won't show any resistance. We won't put up a fight!! I promise! 

What the hell do we know about the Constitution anyway? It was only printed in English. 
Since that isn't the official language around here, we'll just let the Southern Poverty Law 
Center, and ACLU, and the Anti-defamation League and every other "enlightened scholar" 
figure it out for us. 


================= shouting mode off ======================== 

Just make sure that Janet Reno gets her "peace" award and all her KILLERS get medals and 
promotions. 

And ...After you KILL all the constitutionalists and anybody else who wants to be free (sounded to 
me like that's what you boys have in mind), then someone can build another memorial for those of 
us who didn't resist! Alas, another "Museum of Tolerance". 

Wake me up when the smoke clears... 

Look for my obituary coming soon... 

...on a post office wall near you. 

— J.J. Johnson 

May he rest in pieces. 


J.J. Johnson t citizen@mindsprin g .com l 
500 N. Rainbow Blvd. 

Suite 300 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89107 


Back to The Modern Militiaman . Issue #7 or 
Over to Patrick Henry On-Line? 



















California War Syndrome 

by J.J. Johnson 


Return-Path: Fedbuster@mindspring.com 
Date: Sun, 7 Sep 1997 07:29:11 -0400 (EDT) 

To: fedbuster@mindspring.com 

From: "J.J. Johnson" i Fedbuster @ mindsprin g .com l 

Subject: California: War Syndrome 

Last Thursday, I drove to Los Angeles to address the Granada Forum Group. After an exhausting 8 
hour drive from Phoenix, it was nice to get away from a week of watching a pro-10th amendment 
governor get railroaded by the feds, and watching federal informants disguised as bounty hunters go 
on a killing spree. 

I looked forward to driving to LA. The previous times in that city was only my view from LAX. 

I should first say that I am not picking on the good people of California. I enjoyed the warm 
hospitality I received from all (especially the patriots). Got to give 'em credit - Most are experts at 
"combat driving". Most of the folks in California are good hearted, law-abiding citizens. However 
there were certain social-political behaviors I saw that perhaps only an constitutional outsider (or a 
war historian) might pick-up on. But I digress... 

This time, I grabbed a hotel, and turned on the local news to see what was happening around the city 
of Angles before my 7:30 presentation about the first and second amendments. It didn't take long to 
see that in California, there's no need to discuss the Second amendment or the coming NWO. 
California is already a police state. 

The news started with a scene of about 20 or so black suited masked officers of the LAPD. They 
had surrounded a trailer in which it's owner fired on police when they tried to knock on his door. 

The news report said that the owner died, although they weren't sure rather the fatal wound was self- 
inflicted or not. They said they only fired tear gas inside, and he wouldn't come out. Go figure. 

Here's where it gets interesting. 

The next day I saw a truck with two LAPD cruisers driving in tow, heading south on 1-405 with the 
burned out shell of the same trailer. (I'm sure of it). Funny, it wasn't burning on live TV the day 
before when the job was done. Oh well... 

The next story on the same news program was about another man that was surrounded by about 40 
black suited masked warriors from LAPD. This man allegedly shot another officer back in July, and 
they had just found him. 

What's interesting is that I learned that this is a daily occurrence in the Southern California area. The 
news reported that there were over 1500 attacks on law enforcement last year in LA county alone 
(Some in LA say that might be an exaggeration). There isn't an accurate count on how many citizens 
are shot by police. I asked around. Nobody keeps track of those numbers, but they assured me that it 
happens daily. I wondered how many shootings just don't make the news? 

There was also another story (on the same news program) with black suited warriors at a school. 

Too many students had peacefully gathered in one place waiting for a bus. I hear the "right to 
peaceably assemble" is under scrutiny in certain neighborhoods of LA. 






Estimates are that there are between 7500 and 10,000 police in LA county. If 1500 were attacked in 
one year, then it's easy to say that the LAPD are under fire (per capita) more than the U.S. Military. 
And we can also safely assume that the LAPD has killed more people this year than the U.S. 
Military. 

Also, on that same news program, a reporter stated that experts believe that the alarming number of 
attacks against law enforcement are due in part to the "three strikes and you're out law" in 
California. They stated that many people feel that went confronted by police, that feel they have *no 
other choice* but to shoot. That's an important statement. 

When nations or people go to war, it's usually because they feel they have *no other choice*. They 
ran out of political options. There are other indications that lead me to believe the California (at 
least the southern portion) is in a state of overt war today. I will list a few of them. 

1. Lack of Justice and Due Process. As I heard from people who said that there is no justice in the 
system, I heard police say that the courts are too weak by letting criminals back on the streets to 
soon. The courts say there isn't enough room for all the inmates, while the local and state 
governments make more laws. 

The Judicial system is falling apart, and is trusted by neither side. The government in LA has 
become nothing more than a revenue collecting, killing machine. They admit it, and everyone 
knows it. 

2. Heavy surveillance. The number of cameras on LA freeways make Atlanta and Washington D.C. 
look like a Libertarian Paradise. There are also a number of citizen review boards, i.e. people 
watching government. 

3. Heavy casualties. See above, or just watch the news. 

4. Living outside the law. An overbearing amount of government regulations have force many good 
Californians to even operate outside ordinary traffic laws, accepting the fact that they may be 
thrown in jail at any moment and have the possessions seized just for driving to work. They have to 
take these chances just to survive. These "survivalists" fall on both sides on the political fence. 

5. No faith in the electoral process. To many people have seen many of their elections tossed out by 
federal courts. Pew people actually trust any of their politicians, or any branch of government (even 
if they work in government). I heard that from both sides, and even from police. 

6. Political Refugees. This is one of the most telling signs of war. Here in Los Vegas, we receive 
over 5000 new residents per month. Most are from Southern California. On my trip up 1-15 from 
San Bemadino, I counted a total of 5 Nevada license plates on the highway, including my own. 
That's unprecedented for a 250 mile trip. While in Arizona, I talked to many medical employees 
who also credited Phoenix's jump in population to the exodus of Southern California. The same has 
been reported in Utah, Idaho, Montana, Washington and Wyoming. 

7. Weapons from Outside Sources. When I left the Vegas gun show today, I noticed that most of the 
licenses plate of customers were from Ca. Meanwhile, the LA police have become almost totally 
supplied by military sources. New recruits receive "para-military" training. The increase of military 
hardware doesn't not make "crime fighting" easier, but make the "criminals" more aggressive. That 
statement came from a police captain on a radio talk show. 

These behaviors are indicative of a war in progress. 

I'm not just referring to the patriots of Ca. I received this information from listening to talk shows, 
watching the news, and stopping in stores in various parts of the area. It's actually hard to tell what 


the official language is there. People seen to have adjusted to this "dis-function" of society. Both 
sides, both public and private citizens seem fearful of each other, and accept the fact that armed 
confrontation may occur at any time. Perhaps there never was a riot back in 92, but a flare-up of the 
ongoing war that just happened to make the national news. 

The most interesting pattern that I saw was that the LA area is not segregated by race or gender, nor 
it's is stricken with the type of gang violence as you would expect. It is separated by geography, 
physical, social and political. Each group has carved out their own "turf'. The gangs aren't just the 
Crips and Bloods, but local governments themselves are at war with one another for state and 
federal tax dollars. 

As I have been blessed to be able to travel to many cities in the country, I understand that these 
situations are common in other parts of the country. But not the mass exodus, due in part to fear, the 
open hostility toward government, and vise-versa. I saw a fear in the Southern Ca residents that I 
had not seen before. It's defined as "war syndrome". 

Those contemplating or preparing to fight aganist a police state can easily get battle tested field 
experience by visiting Los Angeles and taking notes. 

Unfortunately, many in California may not realize the seriousness of this problem until the next U.S. 
Census, when California finds out that it will lose several congressional seats, due to a major 
reduction in population. It will be then when they understand that the only winners of this war... 

...will be the ones who escaped. 

— J.J. Johnson 

J.J. Johnson ( fedbuster@ , mindsprin g .com ! 

500 N. Rainbow Blvd. 

Suite 300 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89107 


Back to The Modern Militiaman's Internet Gazette #8 or 
Over to Patrick Henry On-Line? 











Sacred Bull # 36 


FIVE DIE IN "WRONG HOUSE” RAID 

Feds Claim Raid Reveals Unknown Crime Ring 


\ \ / _' 1/ _l ’_/ _ I _ \| I I I 

_) I (_l I (_l I I _/ (_l I L) I LI I 

I_/ \_,_|\_LI \_I\_,_l_/ \_,_| 


| Copyright 
j (c) 1997 

I 

| News Service 


Because ridicule is a weapon. 


Adventures in Real Life #36: How It Would Have Gone Down Had the Feds Been in Charge 

FIVE DIE IN "WRONG HOUSE" RAID 

Feds Claim Raid Reveals Unknown Crime Ring 


By Claire Wolfe 

For the SacredBull News Service 

PHOENIX — Federal agents wearing black ski masks and looking for a bail jumper kicked in the 
front door of a house Sunday. The raid, which began as a case of mistaken identity, ended with five 
dead and three wounded, police said. 

The pre-dawn raid was the work of a multi-jurisdictional task force, lead by the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms. A total of 300 agents from 47 different federal and state law enforcement 
agencies took part in the operation, code named "Liberty Bell." 

Local police said they do not believe the bail jumper was in the house and may never have lived 
there. "It’s still a mystery why they went to that house," said Phoenix police Sgt. Justin Littlechap. 

"It’s a lucky thing we did enter that house," noted ATF Bureau Chief Herman Goebbels at a press 
conference shortly after the event. "Although we did not find the fugitive we were looking for, we 
discovered that the building was the headquarters of a previously unsuspected child pornography 
ring." He added that evidence of the crime ring's activities would be produced "in due time," but 
that it was "too sensitive" for immediate release. 

Three of the agents were given awards yesterday, including one who shot a six year old who was 
menacing the officers with a high-capacity, automatic assault weapon. Two of the honored men 
were hospitalized with gunshot wounds, apparently inflicted by the homeowner. ATF authorities 
said they were considering promoting two others. 

The dead included homeowner Todd Underfoot, 33, his wife Spring Back Underfoot, 32, their 
housemate, Luisa Life, 46, and two of the Underfoot's three children. 









All died of gunshot wounds. Underfoot and his wife were apparently shot when they began firing as 
the masked agents kicked in their bedroom door. 

"It was attempted homicide against federal officers, pure and simple," Goebbels asserted. "No 
innocent homeowner would have reacted with such unprovoked violence against legitimately 
constituted authority. Our agents properly identified themselves while breaking in the front door and 
there is no excuse for the reaction on the part of these gang members." 

Asked why the raid took place at 4:00 a.m., Joseph Goering, ATF agent in charge, explained, "To 
catch the criminals in their maximum state of disorientation." 

Further evidence gathering will be hampered by the fact that the house burned down after the raid, 
evidently a last-ditch act of arson committed by the homeowner, just before he succumbed to his 
247 bullet wounds. 

"We are confident, however," Goebbels asserted, "that we will find the remains of their meth lab in 
the ruins." 

Asked if he didn't mean additional evidence of their child pornography ring, Goebbels hastened to 
clarify, "Both, of course, I mean, both. This ring was involved in multiple criminal activities." 

In Sunday's shooting, the agents were looking for an out-of-state bail jumper. Phoenix police said 
117 agents held Life and the three children at gunpoint while others kicked down the door to the 
couple's bedroom. 

Not all of the deaths were at the hands of the raiding agents. Life apparently shot herself and the 
Underfoot children in a ghastly murder-suicide committed before the eyes of several dozen horrified 
agents, who were unable to stop her. 

Asked about earlier reports that Life had been handcuffed, with her hands behind her back, and 
semi-conscious from a blow with a Mag-Lite at the time, Goering noted, "We have preliminary 
information indicating that Ms. Life once worked as a circus acrobat. And we are virtually certain 
that pharmacological tests will reveal that she was high on PCP at the time of her rampage. Some of 
these people on drugs can exhibit virtually superhuman abilities when agitated." 

At the press conference, representatives of the ATF, FBI and DEA displayed the arsenal of high- 
powered weapons seized before fire destroyed the group's compound. These included several 
examples of deadly long-range, bolt-action sniper rifles and the bright orange, "jet-blaster" type 
hydraulic weapon allegedly yielded by the criminally hardened six year old. Goebbels pointed out 
its full-quart capacity to the stunned reporters. 

Agents David Breakin, 45, of the ATF and Michael Slanders, 40, of the DEA were hospitalized in 
stable condition with gunshot wounds to their arms, inflicted by the awakened gang members. Both 
had worn body armor. Goebbels said they would be formally presented their awards for heroism 
upon release from the hospital. 

Agents Chuck Scaragain and Lon Horribleuchi are being considered for promotion "for their roles 
in having planned and executed the raid." 

Asked if this was not somewhat unorthodox, given that the task force invaded the wrong house, 
Goebbels noted, "Every one in America is guilty of something, so it doesn't really matter what 
house we raid, does it? And in this case, through our unusually astute planning, we destroyed a 
notorious bomb-making ring that evidence will show was plotting to blow up at least 16 federal 
buildings in the American heartland." 


Asked if he didn't mean a child pornography ring or a drug manufacturing operation, Goebbels 
clarified, "All three. The depravity of these people...who were living in that neighborhood, 
masquerading as normal, decent human beings...is unimaginable." 

A source who asked not to be named leaked the information that residents of the compound had 
stockpiled several bottles of chlorine bleach and ammonia under their kitchen sink. Chlorine and 
ammonia are bomb-making components well known to members of underground political 
organizations. 

The source also noted that gang members had stockpiled food "because of some vague, paranoid 
belief about a coming confrontation." The source added the occupants of the compound may have 
been members of a mysterious cult identified only as "LDS." 

During the raid, neighbors of the Underfoots gathered outside the compound. One neighbor was 
arrested for interfering with a law enforcement operation and practicing law without a license when 
she was heard to remark, "Don't people have Fourth Amendment rights anymore?" 

Phoenix police recently issued a department policy reminding officers that they cannot interfere or 
intervene on federal agents' business, except when given permission by the federal agencies 
themselves. "Shit," one anonymous Phoenix policeman explained, "You think we want to mess with 
those guys and get ourselves shot in the back or something? No way! Our mamas didn't raise no 
fools!" 

Bail-jumping fugitive John O. Buyer remains at large. Fie is reportedly charged with several counts 
of federal fraud and conspiracy for misprinting his name as John Q. Buyer on an ATF gun¬ 
purchasing form. 

In Washington, ATF Director John McGaw announced that his agency and the FBI are jointly 
investigating possible links between the dead gang members and shadowy, racist militia 
organizations. 

McGaw said he expects the group's connections with violent right-wingers to become clear once 
agents have had a chance to interview the ringleader and sole surviving member of the cult, 12-year- 
old Patricia Henry Underfoot, who is currently under guard in the intensive care unit of Mercy 
Hospital with gunshot wounds to the head, neck, chest, shoulder arms, legs, torso, big toe, earlobe 
and left index finger. 

Under RICO statutes, civil forfeiture proceedings have already begun against the property of the 
former Underfoot compound. 


(c) 1997 Claire Wolfe. Permission to reprint freely granted, as long as the article is reprinted in full 
and accompanied by this copyright line. My thanks to Mike Kemp for inspiring the idea, and Todd 
Gillespie for nagging me into writing it. Neither of them shares any blame for the content, which is 
solely my fault. 

(On Sunday, August 31, 1997 bounty hunters in Phoenix, Arizona, clad in ski masks and body 
armor, invaded the wrong home while looking for a bail jumper. They shot two residents to death 
when the groggy residents tried to defend themselves. One other resident was handcuffed and hit 
over the head with a Mag-Lite. All this happened while three children watched. The bounty hunters 
were promptly charged with murder.) 
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Interview: The Militia Movement and the Media 

An Interview for Modem Militiaman #7 


Mr. Lindstedt, 


My name is Marie Flanagan. I am a second year doctoral student, in 
communication, at the University of Tennessee. My area of interest is 
how members of a militia view various methods of information sources. 
Also, how militia view the news media. 

With great suspicion, sometimes tempered with loathing. 

I'm hoping that you may be able to help me. I have selected your group 
because clearly the information you provide on vour web site 
distin g uishes vour g roup from others. I'm asking if you could take 
just a few moments to answer a few questions about your group. I 
promise you, or anyone willing to participate, complete anonymity 
and confidentiality. This research is for academic purposes only. My 
goal is to show that not all militias are the same. Each has a 
different ideology, set of rules and practices. And that the media 
would paint all such groups with a single stroke. Your bi-laws and 
information indicates that my theory is accurate. To that end I'm 
hoping you will answer my questionnaire. Please feel free to add any 
comments and change the questions in any way you may fee comfortable. 

I would also like, if possible, your input on points which I may have 
missed. 


A man who has 5 WWW pages is not much interested in anonymity or 
confidentiality. The government knows who I am and knows my 
inclination to cause trouble for them. 

Would you please help me in making these points. I can be reached at 
flanagan@utk.edu If you would like, when I complete my study, I can 
send you a copy of my findings. I am currently contacting as many 
groups as I can. Thank you for your time and consideration. 

As a courtesy to the other militia groups, I shall send bcc: this 
questionaire and my responses to them. If they wish they can answer 
your quesions in their own way. 

It is one of the niceties that they get their chance to respond 
because in many cases these other militia groups do not agree with 
me or my particular cell within the 7th Missouri Militia. 

--Martin Lindstedt 


Marie 

These are the questions I propose. 

1. How would you describe yourself? 

As a Revolutionist for the sake of civilization. The current 
ruling criminal regime is destroying the foundations of civilization, 
and after the current civilization has reached its deserved fate, a 
new civilization must be allowed to emerge and flourish, free from 
its parasitic rulers of the past. 










2. How would you put that in relation to being a member of a militia? 

The most dedicated of the militias are Revolutionists. They 
recognize as enemies the current regime, and view the current situation 
as being in a war from which no quarter will be asked nor given. 

3. How would you describe a militia? 

There are so many of them, each distinguished by their own 
characteristics. I distinguish them by their organizational 
structure, as opposed to ideology, which runs the spectrum from 
moderate to what is called the 'extreme' right wing. 

One is the open public type militia, composed of middle-class white 
suburbanites worried about what the future holds. Such militias are on 
the decline as a result of of the government's infiltrating them with 
agents provacateur, public vilification of their really innocent 
peaceful aims and concerns, plus their own inherent tendencies towards 
moderation, compromise and toleration of evil. 

The militia organization on the rise is the "cell," which is 
composed of from 3 to 5 members in an ideological cell and larger or 
smaller in the case of family cells. The family cells are interested 
mainly in survival. The ideological cells, due to their determination 
and tight-knit organization, are essentially undetectable and can 
strike at will. 

4. How did you decide to join a militia? 

Because I determined that the this country no longer deserved to 
exist as presently governed. Fifteen years ago I was a supporter of 
the government; I even served for two years in a nuclear missle 
battallion in Germany. But as a result of injustices committed against 
my family by the current regime, and as a result of legal battles 
initiated against me by the local political establishment, when the 
first rumblings of the militia movement came to a head throughout 
the country as a result of Waco, around summer 1994, I gravitated 
towards it as a natural member and eventual leader. 

5. How is the militia, in which you are a member, different from 
other militias? 

The concept of "leaderless resistance" impels each of us to use our 
talents to the best use. My talents in writing and political activity 
has impelled me to be active in the use of those talents. So as I 
look at it, my job is to attack the current regime's legitimacy, 
propose how the post-regime world should look like, and bait it legally 
wherever possible. Essentially my job is to destroy the foundations 
of the current order and to pour new foundations for post-revolutionary 
society. 

All Resistance organizations should be divided into a open 
political and propaganda wing and an action wing. I myself am in the 
open political activity wing and must by definition not be involved 
in or know the action arm's activities. 

6. Do you believe that militias influence society? 

Yes, because they are the crystals around which opposition will be 
formed and grown. 

But the type I know the best would not change in any way the course 
of society as it is headed because they approve of the destiny of the 
current order and would not change it in any way. 

7. How would you describe the "typical" member of the group? 


Survivalists. They are no longer trying to change the world, they 
just want to see it through. (Pun intended.) 

8. Could you describe the major issues facing your group? 

It used to be whether or not to be an "open" militia or not back 
in late '94 or early '95. The OKC bombing and consequent campaign 
of vilification caused the survivalists to go back underground and the 
open militia advocates to separate. 

The open militia suburban types disappeared and went back to 
ineffective and sporadic right-wing political activity with the 
US Taxpayer Party or Perot activists or have disappeared altogether. 

9. Do you feel that members of your group all agree on major issues? 

There is no debate in a Resistance cell. The members are there 
because of their close ties of kinship or ideology. There may be minor 
quibbles over tactical issues, but in such a small organizations there 
is usually an undisputed leader who governs by consensus. 

10. How does the group decide to communicate information to the 
general public? 

By the use of WWW pages and e-mail, one of which you saw. I have no 
doubt that government agencies view my WWW page to see what is the 
militant slant for today. 

With the availability of anonymous e-mail, it is now possible for 
messages to be sent to the major news media as secondary outlets. 


11. If it is necessary to dispense information quickly which media 
is the most effective? 

E-mail. E-mail to journalists, reporters, political WWW pages. 
E-mail to milita members and their above-ground organizations. 

12. How would you describe the newspaper industry? 

As an industry. 

While some of my Christian Identity colleagues call it them "the 
Newspapers," reality dictates that the newspapers are the most 
credible seeming and thoroughly perused of the mass media. By virtue 
of its print medium, the newspapers can cover a subject (if they 
choose to do so) more thoroughly than any other of the other mass 
mediums. 

13. How would you describe television? 

As not capable of any detailed look at anything because of its 
very nature. Its sheer power and superficiality ensure its hostility 
to any militia message. Even a sound byte will be doctored if a 
militiaman says it. 

In April 1995, a few days after the OKC bombing, a local TV 
station was desperate to interview a local militiaman. Like an idiot 
I agreed. I talked with one particular lying bitch for 45 minutes 
and was reduced to 20 seconds of speaking disjointedly with my words 
imposed upon a picture of a smoking OKC federal building. I nearly 
got kicked out of the local militia because of some scared militia 
generals thinking I made them look bad. Now they are gone and I am 
still here. The station kicked out the lying heifer because she got 
caught lying and was an embarrassment about 6 months later. 


14. How would you describe the Internet? 

As the most effective medium for the modern militiaman. You can 
use it for command communication and control (C3) of far flung units, 
as a means of infiltrating and spying on your enemies., and as a 
publications and propaganda mill using the World Wide Web. 

A year and a half ago, I was asking that every militia unit or 
its communications officer get e-mail for communications purposes. 
Eight months to half a year ago I was asking that every open militia 
unit set up its WWW page. And it has come to pass, not because 
people listened to me, but because every remaining open militia 
organization seen the value of such a policy or policies. 

15. Which of these is most effective? 

By far the Internet. As I said to MSNBC journalist Alan Boyle 
( http: //www .msnbc.com/news/8029. a s o') "It was the Internet which 
made the Militia Movement roar." Far more than even the crack of 
the Chinese-made SKS rifles, which are the standard rifles used by 
militiamen. 

16. Which of these is least effective? 

Television. One has no control over that one-eyed monster of 
such incredible power. 

For example, last week ABC News had an hour long program 
concerning The Order. Nobody except the ones who narked or 
professed remorse were allowed on the program. No David Lane, who 
was railroaded using triple jeopary charges was interviewed. Morris 
Dees, a Southern Poverty Law pimp and confidence man was trotted 
out to declaim about the awful extremist movement. Dees shows up 
at every TV gathering to rustle up money from the liberal 
establishment to fight us awful militiamen. 

What really annoyed me for its awful dishonesty was a segment 
wherein Louis Beam was tricked out to appear like an Adolf Hitler 
look-alike under the tag "Radical Right Leader." 

Well, I have corresponded with Mr. Beam and saw his famous speech 
"Enemies of the State" at Estes Park in 1992, and I disapprove of 
the TV hatchet job on what seems to be a man of humility. 

Mr. Beam is recognized by friend and foe alike as being one of the 
most intelligent and effective of the Resistance leaders. Whatever 
happened to giving even the devil his due? 

I call what ABC "News" did as a sweatily dishonest act of 
cynical propaganda, beyond the pale of what Resistance propagandists 
should do, even for our cause. If we were to gain a well-deserved 
reputation for dishonesty then our cause would be crippled. Let the 
government and press lie; we should be known as being either honest 
or silent. 


17. How would you describe journalists? 

In relationship to militias? Profoundly hostile to our cause. 

Leftists to start, they go through j-skule and learn to cater to 
the whims of their left-wing Marxist j-skule professors, and then 
to try getting a job catering to their bosses in corporate Amerika. 

Even the most "conservative right wing" journalists are to our 
eyes fraudulent appeasers. This is why it is sometimes better to 
talk to unknown left-wing journalists because there is so little 
commonality there that they have no choice other than to quote you 
accurately. 



18. How would you describe their job function? 

To filter the "news" and display the "news" in a way which serves 
their masters. 

19. How do you decide which of these sources of information should 
be used to distribute information? 

You have hit the key question. It is a matter of usage between 
journalists and their subjects. Journalists use their subjects. 
Subjects use journalists. Knowing this reality in advance prevents 
misunderstandings. It is primarily a matter of power and control 
between journalist and subject as to what version of the "truth" will 
come out. 

Some militiamen choose not to play such a game. Others like to 
gamble and hope to win at the long odds. I look at it as a game, 
like lawsuits and war, which must be played or else you lose by 
default. 

The means I prefer to use, the WWW page, is absolutely 
under my control. I determine the content. The WWW page is always 
ready to speak whenever and whatever I choose to speak. It is a 
medium which favors the most intelligent individual as opposed to a 
committee of dullards. A level of intelligence is by definition an 
individual thing, not an additive function favoring the collective. 
Therefore it gives me an unassailable advantage. The commentary I 
hear concerning my WWW page is not its content, it is the fact that 
I am not producing even more free quality content. 

Additionally, once established, a WWW page acts as a magnet for the 
type of people you wish to attract. While I have no doubt that my 
WWW page attracts snooping feds interested in what I will say next, 
the vast majority of people reading are fellow travellors or the 
curious. 

E-mail can be used to for quick, easy communication. It is far 
more common than even WWW pages. While this medium is notorious for 
its frequent false alerts and flame-wars, still it is unequalled for 
quick secure inexpensive communications. 

Also, e-mail can be used for intelligence gathering and political 
espionage if desired. It can generate both information and 
misinformation. See my "Resistance Computer Communications" 
article in Modern Militiaman Issue #6 for more details. 

20. When using these different media, do you treat them differently 
one from the other? 

Yes, of course. They are so much different in every single way. 
They are tools to be used to generate political power, if you know 
how to use such tools. 


-- Martin Lindstedt 

Director of Political Communications 
7th Missouri Militia 

http://www.mo-net.com/~mlindste/index.html 
http://www. g eocities.com/CapitolHill/Lobby/1076 


_ * 

Marie Curkan-Flanagan Ph.D. Student 
University of Tennessee, Knoxville 
College of Communication 
flana ganO utk.edu 












Pleasant Bona Fides 


Mr. Lindstedt, 

Thank you so very much for your participation and your candor. Because 
good research requires the researcher to remain objective during the 
collection of the data I was not at liberty to give your more background. 
Now that you have been so frank I want to let you know that I am a 20 year 
veteran of the news industry, and I couldn't AGREE with you more. 

My husband is a 25 year veteran of the United States Marine Corps who 
served 2 tours in Vietnam, he is an avid hunter and we have weapons in our 
home. Our children have been trained to respect and use these weapons. NO, 
not as the media would have you believe, my husband is not crazy...nor is 
he a fanatic. 

I retired, as a journalist, 4 years ago specifically because I was so 
very, very tired of working for and with people who had lost their sense 
of decency, honesty, pride and genuine love of country and home. I also 
retired because I felt I needed to get into education. Perhaps, if we get 
the kids just entering the industry and teach them values and a sense of 
ethics....things might change. I certainly plan to do my very, very best 
to make them change. It's also fair to tell you that because of my views, 
I too have become, and am earning a reputation as a revolutionary. 

I wear the "Scarlet Letter" with pride. 

Again, thank you very, very much. 

Sincerely, 

Marie 


_ * 

Marie Curkan-Flanagan 
Ph.D. Student 

University of Tennessee, Knoxville 
College of Communication 
(423)/521-6184 
flana ganl Sutk. edu 

_Me 


Thanks for the information in reply, Marie. I wish you luck 
in your re-education efforts, although I think it is way too late 
to turn things around at this late date. Still, I understand 
the necessity and value of your efforts. If you do not strive 
then you lose by default. 

I had a number of reasons for my candor, not least because 
when you are a writer and propagandist honesty is indeed the best 
policy. By maintaining a partition between the propaganda 
and action arms of the Resistance, candor can be achieved, and 
truth disseminated. 

I will send this reply to all the other militia organizations 
to whom I sent your initial questionnaire and my reply. Some of them 
thought I might be communicating with a clueless left-wing j-skule 
graduate student or an FBI agent provacateur. While your reply 








will not satisfy the clinically paranoid (who indeed have their 
reasons), it should be viewed by those who have their Resistance 
cell house in order as an opportunity. 

Sincerely yours, 

--Martin Lindstedt 


Back to The Modern Militiaman . #7 on Patrick Henry On-Line —OR— 
Back to The Modern Militiaman #7 on The Patriot Coalition 








Second Interview with Editor of Modern Militiaman 


Setting Up The Interview 


Mr. X 

I've read all of your essays. I am a ph.d student doing some in depth 
research on the militia movement. As you know and have argued against, 
most writing about the movement today in the popular press simply 
categorizes the movement as mere hate groups similar to the KKK, etc. 

My research seeks to look beyond that into what seems are the main 
issues of the movement - those issues of government, soveriegnty, the 
new world order, etc. That is, I am trying to ascertain more clearly 
through scholarly research some of the underlying motivations and 
concerns of those in the movement. 

Anyway, I say that to ask if you would be willing to correspond with me 
on some different questions and so forth. As I said, I have read your 
essays and I take them at face value. However, anything read always 
brings up questions not answered in the text. 

I would really appreciate your help. 

[Greetings Martin, 

Since I am not in the militia, since I do not answer questions, maybe you 
would like to send him some of your writing on the militia?] 


charlton mcilwain 
University of Oklahoma 
cmcilwain ia tou. edu 


Certainly. I still think you had ought to give your ideas 
to the press and outsiders, as by default they will demonize everything 
they cannot/refuse to understand. However, I defer to your principles 
and strategic decision to refuse to be misquoted outside your exact 
words in your writings. Thank you for bringing this opportunity to 
my attention. 

--Martin Lindstedt 


Mr. Mcilwain: 

Mr. X has brought your request to my attention. I have answered 
a number of such queries before for the purpose of clarifying, thus 
legitimizing Resistance objectives and actions. 

If you would, perhaps you could read some of my past postings 
on my WWW pages, and then pose your questions, which will be answered 
in full and honestly or not answered at all by myself. 

I will send your questions and answers to other militia 
organizations, most of which do not agree with me at all, in the 
interests of maintaining open lines of communication. You can ask 
them the same questions and probably get different answers. What 




you make of such a Babel of different answers will determine 
whether you are PhD material or notj won't it? 


- - Martin Lindstedt 

Managing Editor., "Modern Militiaman" 


The Interview: 


Martin, 

Here are some of the questions. Of course I think they're all 
important, but feel free to pick and choose those that you feel are of 
particular importance/relavence. 

I appreciate your willingness to look at the questions and pass them 
along. I hope this can be an ongoing dialogue as the more I read, the 
more questions I have and I don't want to simply rely on my own 
interpretations and representations of you and other miltia members. 

Feel free to ask anything you'd like in return. 

Thanks Again, 

Charlton Mcllwain 

QUESTIONS: 

1. When you talk about the "New World Order". What do you mean? What 
groups are involved? What does such an "order" entail? And why are 
members of the miltia movement and other groups threatened by it? 

Generally people are talking about a cabal of insiders who seek 
to form a world government with themselves as the despotic elites 
who will manage such a feudal system with unlimited power. It is 
believed that such conspirators (usually lews manipulating the present 
decaying elite insiders) seek to destroy the American Republic, 
Christianity, and the white race, and everything else good and holy. 

Now of course such could be taken as a characture of what is 
believed, yet it is what is believed. It entails using the UN to 
bring over foreign troops as NWO Hessians to shoot down Americans 
and the use of American troops to perform similar atrocities upon 
Serbians, Somalis, etc. It entails genocide by means of government 
produced biological agents, like AIDS, Ebola, Anthrax, etc. 

And the reason such things are believed is because there is an 
element of truth in the matter. There is a movie out called 
"Conspiracy Theory" in which the conspiracy theory turns out 
correct. Last year, I watched a movie called "Last Long Kiss 
Good-Night." Premise? A sleeper agent is awakened and she fights 
the CIA which is trying to blow up half of Buffalo NY with a 
semi-truck packed to the gills with liquid nitrogen. "Absolute 
Power" and "Murder at 1600" are the names of movies which have 
turned up during the past year as well. 

So nobody trusts the gubbnmint any more. Nobody trusts the 
media. Nobody trusts anybody. 

Now in such a world, who am I to say any different? The 
militia movement is steeped in such urban legend and I would be 
looked askance if I said any different. 

The real truth is so much more frightening: We live in the 



age when the current civilization, decayed well past the point of 
reform, will collapse under the weight of its internal barbarians. 

There will be a massive die-off, without even the spartan comforts 
of a NWO concentration camp. Instead of New World Order, there will 
be No World Order or any order at all save that imposed by strong 
men over the survivors. 

This is why I advocate good people forming survival cells, so 
that there are quality people who survive to form the foundations 
of a new civilization, rather than having another 1,000 year dark 
age. Let the criminal and parasitic element perish in the collapse 
of the civilization they destroyed. 

2. Today's technology boasts of making the world a smaller place, of 
being able to break down certain national/ethnic/racial barriers. Do 
you believe that this is a good and useful by-product of technoogical 
advances? 

The first of your premises is correct. The world is indeed a 
smaller place. 

The second premise is incorrect except in the sense that separate 
national/ethnic/racial barriers are being destroyed by short-sighted 
interests foreign to the indigenous social orders which created those 
barriers for its own protection. 

What made peace possible between these national/ethnic/racial 
differences was separation. With closer contact conflict becomes 
inevitable, with the weaker either being assimilated or destroyed. 

How well did the Amerind culture survive when faced with the more 
politically and technically advanced European culture after 1492? 

Now that such European culture has become paralysed by a lack of 
will, further conflict is inevitable now that there there is no 
supreme social order able to act against the forces of chaos and 
conflict. The pretty toys and weapons of today merely ensure that 
the casualty rate will be higher and inevitable. A good analogy to 
the consequences of a smaller world and better technology are two 
men locked together in a small closet with a Browning .50 cal. 
apiece. The one who wins is the one who first pulls the trigger. 

3. Do you as an individual, and the militia as a whole feel as though 
you have an identity? If so, how would you describe it. If not, what 
do you think accounts for your sense of identity loss or conflict? 

I cannot speak for the militia movement as a whole. However, I do 
have observations. 

In and after April 1994 the majority of the militia movements 
formed, I think as a reaction to the first anniversity of Waco. By 
the end of 1994 there was an actual militia movement forming several 
militias every week. The militia 'movement' was on the rise, 
encouraging us and spreading fear among the government forces. 

By March 25, 1995, there were rumors that the feds were going to 
act against the movement by rounding up the leadership. Before April 
19, 1995 it was a given that the government would commit an act of 
terrorism and blame it on the militia movement. So when OKC happened, 
nobody was surprized at what happened. We knew the government was 
behind the bombing, using some Oswald as an excuse for their murder. 

However, the increased scrutiny made the long-term survivalists 
duck back underground just as they were beginning to make overtures 
with the militia organizations. Thus the recruitment phase of the 
open militia movement was stalled, then halted, although the open 
militia movement continued with its already recruited membership. 

At this time what was present was an understanding among the members 


of the public militias of their common ideology favoring a Constitutional 
republican form of government, hatred and fear of the NWO, and fear 
of social disintegration. This common ground allowed infiltration 
of militia units by informers and agents provacateur who said the 
right code-words. So was spent 199S to the early part of 1996. 

In 1996 the government hammered the open militia movement 
with arrests arising from the perjured testimony of agents 
provacateurs, with the show trials and convictions of the Viper 
Militia, the W.Va. Mountaineers, the Bob Starr bomb-making trial, 
the Mike Kemp trial, etc. These trials caused the open militias 
to crack because of their lack of internal security and for the 
doctrine of "leaderless resistance" to take root, and then to 
be acted upon. The leaders of the open public militias were 
under attack for their lack of internal security arrangements 
and for their willingness to allow groups like the Republic of 
Texas to be killed and arrested at will. This lack of solidarity 
crumpled the moral facade of "one for all and all for one" which 
was the primary reason people joined a militia group -- for 
protection from gubbnmintgungoons stealing their property and 
terrorizing or killing them without recourse. 

As a result of all this, 1997 was the year that the militia movement 
went underground and became an actual Resistance movement. Because 
the split up into autonomous cells hampers communication, it is 
not yet ready to be a proactive force. With the advance of 
Internet anonymous e-mail and encryption and the existence of open 
news and propaganda sources via the Internet by 1998 the 
Resistance movement should have a communications network in place. 

By 1999, certain rural areas will be governed de facto by the 
Resistance with no government occupation except by expeditionary 
forces. 

For all the open factionalization and infighting by militia 
generals, there still is an 'understanding' among the natural 
leaders of this developing Resistance movement. It is this 
unnwritten 'understanding' of good faith between this officer 
corps of Revolutionists which cannot be understood by those not 
"born" into such an understanding. We recognize each other on 
sight as if we were biological brethren. The pieces just seem 
to snap together. Every one of us just does what he/she does 
best, hence the formation of open and hidden communications hubs 
and hidden ties with elements of the Constitutionalists, 

White Nationalists, and Christian Identity movements. 

I suspect, although I cannot prove, that a social order under 
extreme stress generates its own protectors and sustainers who while 
they cannot save the social order that gave them birth act to 
salvage as much as possible for the times ahead. 


4. If you could give a profile of the typical militia member, how would 
you do so? 

I think the profile of a typical Resistance member is a 
rural man in his mid-thirties with teen-age or younger children who 
is stockpiling food and ammunition for the times ahead. No criminal 
or political record, keeps to himself and his family, is striving 
to stay ahead and wants out of the system. A cell leader. 

5. What do you see as being the most salient points of contention 
between the militia and the U.S. government? 

There is so much fear, loathing and suspicion between the Resistance 
member and the U.S. Government that there no longer are any salient 


points. There are no bones of contention, the solving of which 
will 'cure' or fix the gulf between the Resistance and the current 
regime. 

The lines have been drawn. The gubbnmint wants to rule over us 
absolutely and we won't let it. What is there to argue about? 

6. What do you feel will be the "last straw" that will encourage violent 
conflict between militia members and the government? 

There is so much socially combustable tinder around that any spark, 
no matter how tiny and petty, can unleash a conflagration which can 
destroy the peace. You must realize that it is no longer a matter 
of a regrettable misunderstanding which must be cleared up. No, it 
is a matter of how much force can be brought to bear to clear up 
the fire once brought into open flame. Sooner or later the amount of 
separate fires will overwhelm the regime's fire brigade. 

As Revolutionists, we have no idea as to what will spark the 
conflagration. In fact, as keepers of limited means, probably we 
will not put into the fray any of our forces until we are sure we 
can prevail. Chances are better than 90 percent that the spark which 
burns down the regime will come as a conflict between someone we 
don't know and the ordinary police thugs terrorizing the wrong 
person at the wrong time. 

Take for example Carl Drega. Totally unknown quality to the 
militia movement. He's 67 and finally snaps upon gubbnmintgungoon 
provocation, ambushes and kills two state troopers, a municipal 
judge and a newspaper editor and wounds a whole bunch of gunthugs. 

Now he is a hero to our movement because one of him took out 
some state criminals, who cannot understand his frustrations. 

The average man understands and honors Drega because he too is 
under this regime's thumb and wishes he could afford to do the same. 

A point has been passed. Instead of some psychotic loser killing 
some "innocent" unarmed women and children in a restaurant, you 
have some person who will not be bullied going out and killing 
his tormentors and making sure they are dead. You have somebody 
openly going out and hunting these criminals down and killing 
them. You have these cowardly thugs having to outnumber him 
by thirty-forty to one ganging up on him before he is killed 
without a whimper by his murderers. 

You may not understand this. The gubbnmint doesn't understand 
what happened, although they dimly realize that those whom they rule 
are losing their fear, and that should be very scary for them. 

Once that fear is lost and hatred reigns, a million cops, judges, 
lawyers and their families will be dragged screaming under the knife 
or into the fire by their former victims. 

Get your mind off the triggering incident that will openly 
herald the coming civil war. Rather, it is a series of incidents 
which have created the hatred and the cause of the war to where it 
became inevitable. Ruby Ridge, Waco, and now the Drega incident. 

All mile markers which future historians will point out to say: 

After here, the war was inevitable. 


7. Many in the mainstream press characterize militia members much the 
same as members of the KKK, Aryan Nations, and other white supremacist 
groups. Do members of the militia movement deny any and all such 
claims? Are there some militia groups that do espouse such an 
ideology? If so, would you say those groups are in the majority or 
minority? 

No, "militia experts" such as Morris Dees and the FiBbles' 
Behavioral Science Unit say such things and their media allies 
repeat such things. 


The KKK and Aryan Nations are infiltrated so badly that they are 
essentially ineffective as anything but for the media to use as 
whipping boys. They are also effective for the Resistance Movement 
because it keeps the FiBbles and the media focussed on people 
who have little self-discipline while progress is being made 
by those who are both silent and effective. 

However, it is the unknown Christian Identity and White 
Nationalist "cells" which are currently the Resistance Movement's 
shock troops. This is because they had a five-eight year 
headstart in forming such cells. They are fanatical for their 
beliefs and attitudes. They do not have any police records and 
they only discuss their beliefs among themselves. No stranger can 
infiltrate them. 

Last year at the May 1996 Gadsden Rally I estimate a little 
over a third of the militia members were Christian Identity 
or White Nationalist. The percentage will go higher, perhaps 
to 50-60 percent right now, as they seek out new recruits for 
their cells, but eventually they will go back to being a 
minority as Resistance activity becomes no longer a matter of 
concern only among the Cl or White Nationalists. 

No Resistance leader can afford to disparage its Cl or White 
Nationalist elements. Their influence is overwhelming, and one 
must at the very least understand, if not agree, with their 
ideology. 

My position is that of someone who is trying to expand the 
quantity of the Resistance while raising the quality of the 
Resistance at the same time. As the Resistance grows, it will 
in some respects grow away from its Cl and White Nationalist 
roots, but still, no Resistance member is going to wish to 
enforce through war a new centralized government regime over the 
successor states, some of which will be founded on the the various 
beliefs of its Cl or White Nationalist elements. Let's win our 
war first before we fight over what the post-war world will look 
like. 


8. Do militia groups deny membership rights based on race, color, ethnic 
group, etc. 

A Resistance cell denies membership rights to anyone who is not 
a member of his family or of long friendship and personal knowledge. 

The open public suburban militias have a tendency to recruit openly 
anyone who will parrot their beliefs. That is why they are infiltrated. 

As an anecdote, I remember one militia unit when it was activated back 
in early 1995 had its CO boast that its XO was both Jewish and a female. 
The more irreverent of us visiting open militiamen asked, "Is she 
a lesbian? Is she a lesbian, too?" We thought it idiotic and unwise to 
choose a second-in-command based solely on how well it played to the 
prejudices of the PC bungholes and the media. From what we could tell 
those criteria were the sole reason for that militia's choice of 
leadership. 


9. What are the basic ideological prerequisites for membership in a 
militia organization? 

If you are in a Resistance cell, your belief system will be a 
known quality and well known by those who brought you in. 

The militia movement, in both its Resistance and open elements, is 
profoundly hostile to the current government regime. It is viewed 
as an illegitimate tyranny imposed on those who would be free. 


10. Do you believe that minorities are big part of the cause in what you 
call Americans decline as a nation? 

Not especially. I would blame any decline on those who were in 
charge, and for all practical effect the minorities never were in 
charge of anything, although they have been exploited by the regime. 

11. How does it make you feel to know that you are being largely ignored 
or hardly taken seriously by the American population as well as the U.S. 
government? Would you say you are being ignored? 

It is both irrelevant and beneficial to be ignored by the ignorant. 

12. If you had your way, how would you "fix” America? 

We are not interested in "fixing" Amerika. Far better to let 
Amerika destroy itself, and then for us to go our own way when 
there is no means to stop us. 

We would form our own new governments and social orders free 
from the burdens of the old order. 


13. What would you say is your primary motivation behind what you think, 
feel, do and say as a militia member in regards to your fellow citizens 
and your government? 

First of all, it is not my government. If it was my gubbnmint then 
it would leave me alone to live my life in peace. But it won't. And 
neither will the 'fellow citizens' slaving away to benefit the special 
interests of 'their gubbnmint.' If I was allowed to live in freedom, 
then they whine as to why must they live as slaves, and I'm allowed 
to live free. Sooner or later, as happened at Ruby Ridge and Waco, 
the gubbnmint will chain me up or kill me as an example as to how nobody 
can be allowed to live free of its absolute rule. 

Every single militiaman and Resistance fighter knows that this is 
what happens. Our motivation is that we will not allow it to continue. 

So the driving force behind the Resistance movement right now 
is separatism from the corrupt elements of government and society. 

We will not be assimilated into that which we despise. We will work 
out steps, bide our time and do what we have to do to achieve our goals. 


14. Would you say you are simply ideologically opposed to the U.S. 
Government, "New World Order”, etc., or are there some things about the 
way things are and the way things might be, that genuinely make you 
fearful? If so, what? 

As mentioned before, the above-mentioned symptoms are not the 
main event, which is the decline of our civilization. The symptoms 
are fearful, but not as fearful as the prospect of societal collapse. 

15. Do you believe the proliferation of conspiracy theories touted by 
militia members give less credence to your movement. 

Conspiracy theories are just an attempt to give meaning to the 
symptoms of social collapse. They are generated, they make the rounds, 
they die, they mutate, they go underground, they resurface. 

In case you haven't noticed, these conspiracy theories are not 
restricted to the militia movement. The best course I have found is to 
listen patiently to the latest rumor making the rounds and agree that 
there may be something to it. These conspiracy theories and urban 
legends are just natural results from the lack of trust in the 


truthfulness and decency of the authorities and media. 

I cannot change the fact that these conspiracy theories circulate. 

I would not change it if I could. 

16. What do you feel keeps militia members and organizations from having 
a united, focused ideology or plan for what you want to accomplish? 

What are some major points of contention between various militia 
organizations? 

Vanity and empire-building by militia generals. Simple human 
nature. Nothing of any real importance. 

However, the growth of autonomous Resistance cells means that 
there will be no focused or united ideology or plan other than 
freedom for the overall Resistance. We have no interest in overthrowing 
the rule of a corrupt centralized regime in order to set up another 
group of rulers over us in their place. 

As time goes on and the Resistance is successful in destroying 
the rule of the regime, a new plan will be worked out for the basis 
of free government to be established by the winners. 

17. Though you espouse "leaderless resistance", would you say there are 
definite leaders in your movement? Who would you say some of those 
people are and what are their major functions. 

The leadership which is being developed is within the action 
cells. By definition this leadership is a hidden quality which will 
only be revealed upon our eventual victory. 

As far as the open militia movement is concerned, yes there are 
certain leaders who are well known by both the elements of the open 
militia movement and the FiBbles. At some point in time, both these 
leaders and the spokesmen of the propaganda cells such as myself will 
be rounded up, maybe executed. However this curtailment will be only 
a backlash by a doomed regime, it will not affect the Resistance, 
which is rapidly developing its own leadership and communications 
organs. 

In fact, I have argued before that gubbnmint in-fill-traitors 
and agents provacateur are actually good for the Resistance movement. 
They weed out the stupid, the vain, the inefficient, the loud-mouthed, 
the degenerate and idiotic elements and promote survival of the 
fittest Revolutionist elements. That is why the Christian Identity 
and White Nationalist cells have a headstart. They underwent the 
survival test before the militia movement. If it wasn't for the 
events of the past two years there still would be a bunch of militia 
generals fighting over the microphone and not the beginning of an 
effective Resistance movement. 

If you want names, I'm afraid I'm not at liberty to divulge any. 

The open effectives know one another. Occassionally a bishop or 
knight must be sacrificed on the chessboard to set up the pieces 
for a checkmate. 

18. Do you believe that there can be a peaceable solution to the 
problems you face with the U.S. Government? 

Of course not. The ruling criminals are not going to peacefully 
hand themselves over to our justice. So we will have to drag them 
out and exterminate them the hard way, along with anyone who would 
protect them from the consequences of justice. 

As we get closer to winning, perhaps overtures of "peace" might 
be offered, but not accepted. After all, we cannot build a new 
social order or civilization if we leave alive the parasites and 
criminals who made our revolution necessary. We can rebuild and we 


will rebuild, but not until we have razed the old regime clear to 
its foundations. 

In a state of total civil war, policy is decided and implemented 
by the most ferocious and implacable of the combatants. 

19. Are there other groups/movements that you feel a particular 
solidarity with outside of this country? If so, who? And, why? 

I particularly admire Menacham Begin's Irgun, followed by the 
IRA. These popular patriotic movements drove out a smarmy, 
self-righteous army of occupation which is much like that of our 
oppressors. 

20. What amount of your frustration with the government would you say 
stems from economic hardships? 

Absolutely none. Revolutions are the work of dedicated minorities, 
not, contrary to myth, the work of the majority. 

When the time comes. Revolutionaries can always rob a bank or, in 
these modern times, shoot a cop and take away his drug money to 
finance Revolutionary activities. However, in these days, the 
apparatus of Revolutionary communication and infiltration are 
inexpensive. The average Resistance member, a natural survivalist, 
is well able to take care of himself and his own without concern 
for external economic hardship. 

In fact, I look forward to the day when the financial underpinnings 
of this 'Disneyland for Dummies' collapses and the desperate and 
vengeful majority blames, rightfully, the ruling regime for its 
hardship and travail. This ruling regime and its police state 
apparatus must be made the scapegoat for their idiotic and repressive 
policies. At that time a whole lot of revengeful justice shall be 
carried out, and when the ruckus is over the well-disciplined and 
prepared Resistance cells will be the only force left which can 
impose its will. So economic hardship is really an opportunity for 
Revolution. The attack on the Bastille on duly 14, 1789, occurred on 
the day when the price of bread was its highest in over 200 years. 


Other Militia Units or Militiamen Respond to Above Questions 


Back to Modern Militiaman . Issue #7 
Back to The Patriot Coalition 
Over to Patrick Henry On-Line 














Second Interview with Militia members 


Setting up A Militia Response to Interview 


Martin, 

Here are some of the questions. Of course I think they're all 
important, but feel free to pick and choose those that you feel are of 
particular importance/relavence. 

I appreciate your willingness to look at the questions and pass them 
along. I hope this can be an ongoing dialogue as the more I read, the 
more questions I have and I don't want to simply rely on my own 
interpretations and representations of you and other miltia members. 

Feel free to ask anything you'd like in return. 

Thanks Again, 

Charlton Mcllwain 
University of Oklahoma 
cmcilwain O ou.edu 


/V'VM'V'V'V'V'V'V'V 


/V'V'V'V'V'V'V'V'V'V 


I am in the process of answering your questions. Since my answers 
will probably be different than those of other "militia leaders," I 
shall of course take the liberty of mailing them BCC: e-mail. If 
they choose to do so, they can of course reply. 

The reason I answer questions from the press or from journalism 
graduate students is because our struggle is in large part based 
upon political matters and it is necessary for our side to 
be understood, or at least to have stated an opinion. Since I am a 
known quantity to the government, and since I have chosen to use my 
talents in this manner, I view questions regarding our motivation 
and overall grand strategy, as opposed to tactics, as opportunities 
for the advancement of our cause. 

Thank you for your time, attention, and patience. 


Sincerely yours 
- - Martin Lindstedt 

Managing Editor, "Modern Militiaman" 


IVIVAI<VIV<VIVIV<V<V — 


Return-Path: (jholloway@memc.com) 

Date: Wed, 27 Aug 97 06:32:26 cst 
From: "Don Holloway" Mhollowa v@ memc.com ') 

To: cmcilwain@ou.edu, mlindste@clandjop.com (Martin Lindstedt) 
Subject: Re: Questions 

Short answers to your questions Mr. Mcllwain 


Don Holloway 










42nd Mo Militia 


P.S. Martin I usually do NOT reply to these "student questions" 
because of the condescending tone they all have and more importantly, 
as we are more tactical in nature, my tempermant and education do not 
suit me to this kind of stuff, sorry if I show my ass. Plus between 
you and me I could give a rats butt if folks "understand" us or not. 
You know these are all just ploys to build up our profiles anyway. But 
I figured I do not have any small animals to shoot, and I am outta 
beer, and all my gun are clean , the wife has had her monthly beating, 
I have reloaded my mandatory 5000 rds of .223, knives are sharp, maps 
are updated, dogs are fed, kids are in bed, none of the flyz have 
wings, I cannot find my Lon Hourichi scrapbook, etc, etc so let us 
entertain the ivory tower boyz. );> 


The Interview: 


QUESTIONS: 

1. When you talk about the "New World Order". What do you mean? What 
groups are involved? What does such an "order" entail? And why are 
members of the miltia movement and other groups threatened by it? 

We do not think about the NWO, this is an urban myth perpetuated by the 
media. 

2. Today^s technology boasts of making the world a smaller place, of 
being able to break down certain national/ethnic/racial barriers. Do 
you believe that this is a good and useful by-product of technoogical 
advances? 

Sure. 

3. Do you as an individual, and the militia as a whole feel as though 
you have an identity? If so, how would you describe it. If not, what 
do you think accounts for your sense of identity loss or conflict? 

Let me ask you a rhetorical question do you have an identity? 

I have no identity loss conflicts, nor does anyone I know, what the heck 
kind of goobldity gook question is this???? 


4. If you could give a profile of the typical militia member, how would 
you do so? 

Average citizens scared out of their wits because they see their country going 
down the tubes. Every one I know works over 40 hours a week pays their 
taxes, obeys the law. Generally but not always Christians, all different 
types of political affiliations, Republican/Democrat/Libertarian. 


5. What do you see as being the most salient points of contention 
between the militia and the U.S. government? 

Infringement on the Bill of Rights. 

6. What do you feel will be the "last straw" that will encourage violent 





conflict between militia members and the government? 

What do I look like a psychic??? I would imagine the govt, in it's 
infinite wisdom will try to "protect" someone or something and piss off 
the wrong person(s). Who knows? the buearats are famous for fumbling 
even the most simple of assignments -- it could be anything. Let's hope 
it is later rather than sooner. 

7. Many in the mainstream press characterize militia members much the 
same as members of the KKK, Aryan Nations, and other white supremacist 
groups. Do members of the militia movement deny any and all such 
claims? Are there some militia groups that do espouse such an 
ideology? If so, would you say those groups are in the majority or 
minority? 

More media mythos, I have contacts all over the country. I do not know 
of one single group /unit/ cell that espouse any of the beliefs of the 
above groups. I am sure that there is some idiot out there somewhere 
who does, but I do not know him/her/it. You see those beliefs are 
anti American and go against the basic tenants of the Constitution and 
Bill of Rights. Ergo they are not ideals we as militia persons hold 
dear or subscribe to. Actually you may not be aware of the fact that 
many militia groups and racist groups are in a state of conflict. 

8. Do militia groups deny membership rights based on race, color, ethnic 
group, etc. 

Not ours or any that I know of -- in short NO! 

9. What are the basic ideological prerequisites for membership in a 
militia organization? 

A fundamental belief in the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. 

10. Do you believe that minorities are big part of the cause in what you 
call Americans decline as a nation? 

No. You really need to watch less TV, but at least you are trying. A lot 
of these questions seem to be trolling for things we have no interest 
in as militia members. 

11. How does it make you feel to know that you are being largely ignored 
or hardly taken seriously by the American population as well as the U.S. 
government? Would you say you are being ignored? 

Who cares? I am doing the right thing. I do not want to be popular or on 
the news or cover of the Rolling Stone. What we do does not require us 
to be media figures. During the American Revolution less than 20% of 
the total population was involved on both sides. Popular opinion only 
counts in elections. 

12. If you had your way, how would you "fix” America? 

Make sure the federal and state govt, are operating WITHIN the 
constraints of the Constitution. That should take care of everything 
else. 

13. What would you say is your primary motivation behind what you think, 
feel, do and say as a militia member in regards to your fellow citizens 
and your government? 

I am scared that we are becoming a police state ala Nazi Germany or 
Stalinist Russia. I do not want to be slave labor. 

14. Would you say you are simply ideologically opposed to the U.S. 


Government, "New World Order”, etc., or are there some things about the 
way things are and the way things might be, that genuinely make you 
fearful? If so, what? 

Let's get this straight we LOVE our country and system of govt. But it 
is not adhering to the rules (Constitution, Bill of Rights). I could 
give a hoot in hell about the NWO crap. 

15. Do you believe the proliferation of conspiracy theories touted by 
militia members give less credence to your movement. 

Do not know much about conspiracy theories -- most of them I see are on TV. 

16. What do you feel keeps militia members and organizations from having 
a united, focused ideology or plan for what you want to accomplish? 

What are some major points of contention between various militia 
organizations? 

Human nature, although we seem to get along just fine here in Mo.. 

17. Though you espouse "leaderless resistance", would you say there are 
definite leaders in your movement? Who would you say some of those 
people are and what are their major functions. 

You would not know any of the names I gave you if I was stupid enough to 
do so. 

18. Do you believe that there can be a peaceable solution to the 
problems you face with the U.S. Government? 

Lord God of Hosts I pray that there is a peaceful solution. But I 
seriously doubt it will come to pass that way because the govt, 
perceives us as the enemy. We perceive them as the Gestapo. You 
figure it out. 

19. Are there other groups/movements that you feel a particular 
solidarity with outside of this country? If so, who? And, why? 

Yes. IRA. They win. 

20. What amount of your frustration with the government would you say 
stems from economic hardships? 

0 % 


An Anonymous Militia Member Speaks 


Martin, I would like to respond to this without revealing my 
identity. If you would be so kind as to send this back to all who are 
involved in this talk, I would appriciate it. Tell them that I am a 
professional, and that I am a militia member, because by definition, I 
am. Though I hold no alegience to any "group" or even "cell" per say, I 
am definatly connected to more than a few "Like minded individuals". 

This response is part of WHY I am such. 





13. What would you say is your primary motivation behind what you 
think, feel, do and say as a militia member in regards to your fellow 
citizens and your government? 


I have been attacked because of my gender by the system. For 
the last nine years I have had financial and punative sanctions leveyed 
upon me by a corrupt and un just system. I have been forced to pay for 
this "priveledge" 

14. Would you say you are simply ideologically opposed to the U.S. 
Government, "New World Order", etc., or are there some things about 
the way things are and the way things might be, that genuinely make 
you fearful? If so, what? 


Case in point. This week, I pulled up to one of my stores, I 
parked and went inside for about 45 min. I was parked in a one hour 
zone. After that, I drove to my bank and did the deposit and transfer 
of funds, I have the recipt which clearly shows the time of that 
activity. 

I drove back to the store and pulled into the first available 
parking space. It just so happens it was the same one I had used 
earlier. 

Fiftenn min later, I look out and see the cops ticketing my 
vehicle. I protested and showed my papers from the bank. They just got 
in the car and drove away. I called the court, spent about twenty min 
on hold and said screw this, so I hung up and drove to the court in 
person. Stood in line like a good sheep and when I got to the window, 
the woman behind that two inches of bullet proof glass got snotty and 
told me I had to pay the ticket to see a judge! 

I told her there was no way I was going to pay them AGAIN for 
their mistake. I was not paying a parking ticket for spending 15 min in 
a one hour zone. It was crazy! Now little miss, I am so powerfull 
behing my bulletproof glass turnes to a policeman and said, "This one is 
getting "VIOLENT" would you deal with it" and walked away from the 
window! As if I was a danger to her behind all that bullet proof glass! 

Cop comes out and tells me I have to pay "Bail" to get a court 
date! Bail for WFIAT? I was not arrested! I have a constitutional 
RIGFIT to fair and speedy trial! 

Fie told me it was O.K. they would simply "come and impound the 
vehicle"! So, they can hang paper on you for NOTFIING and then take your 
car? And NOWFIERE do they have to give you a trial first? What ever 
happened to a government OF the people BY the people and FOR the people? 

I fought for this country and our freedoms. I had friends get 
splattered ALL OVER ME in the field of combat. I deal with the 
nightmares most nights caused by combat and the uglyness of it. Yet 
they are going to treat me as a second or TFIIRD class citizen? And who 
in the hell gave them the idea that if I refuse to simply accept their 
bull, and cow tow to their demands for payment, payment, payment and 
MORE payment, that I am suddenly "violent"? 

Thomas lefferson and many others who founded this country stated 
QUITE CLEARLY that the Government SHOULD FEAR THE PEOPLE, not the other 
way around. As an ex Green Beret, who has tasted many combat missions, 

I fear no person or organization. Happens to you after you spend six 
months at a time behind enemy lines without outside support. I survived 
that and I will be DAMNED if I will allow my own government to destroy 
me now. 

The government is waging a war upon its own people. This war is 
on a multitude of fronts. The Boston Tea Party, an incident that made 
criminals out of ALL who were involved as far as teh king was concerned 


and HEROS as far as the people were concerned was perpetrated over less 
than ONE PERCENT of the taxs we struggle under today. Have we forgotten 
our past? If so, history PROVES that we WILL RE-LIVE IT. 

Not only that, but folks better listen up. The revolution that 
made this country free was fought by a measly SIX PERCENT of the 
population. As stated above, those who FORGET the past are DOOMED to 
repeat it. 

God have mercy on us. I fear that my children shall see a full 
blown civil war in this country. I was tasked in the service to not 
only understand civil war and how they are won., but to predict them, 
instigate them and WIN THEM. My government trained me and certifies me 
as an expert on these issues, and then they expect me to sit back and 
watch them create the same NIGHTMARE right in my own country? 

I tried to fight back by getting involved in politics. It did 
not work. Big money is in charge there. And I dont have it. 

Therefore, I wait. I watch. I study my enimies and prepare for the day 
they leave me no option but to take up arms. 

Insanity is trying the same old thing expecting different 
results. Therefore I dont try to change things politicaly. 

Sanity is using those methods that WORK to acheive ones goals. 
Wherefore I await the time to do so. I have been involved in more than 
a half dozen civil wars. INTIMATELY as an advisor, a combatant and a 
hired instigator at one time or another. I refuse to instigate, but god 
have mercy on us ALL, I shall not sit this one out when big brother 
comes knocking on my door. 

--Name Withheld by Request 


Back to Modern Militiaman . Issue #7 
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Squeeze, Baby, Squeeze 

Patricia Neill (c) 1997 


Dear Totalitarians, 

I don't care what you call yourselves, communists or fascists, Democrats or Republicans, 
Congressmen or Presidents, judges or lawyers, feudal Lords or Monarchs, Multinational 
Corporations, Friends of the Grizzly Bear, the Sierra Club, the United Nations or the World Bank. 
You all have a totalitarian bent and aim for the State to own and control everything and everyone. 

You are, in the words of one of the philosophers writing today, moral vultures. 

You can squeeze and squeeze and squeeze and the more the people of any nation yelp and protest, 
the more brutal you become. Good. The more brutal you become, the more the people become 
aware of your game. 

People will stand for quite a bit of your nonsense—but you know that. It also helps when you 
brainwash them silly and stupid with that scourge of modern times, the television. It is by means of 
television that you enure them to your violence, and your generic nazi tactics; as long as it isn't 
happening to them, they can bear watching it happen to their neighbors. Go right ahead and roast 
some more Somali kids. We'll watch. 

But slowly, under all the layers of your televised sexuality and your televised violence, and the 
stupidity of your "news," the idea grows in millions of minds that they are watching the creation of 
the ugliest totalitarian/fascist beast yet. 

Good. Please squeeze harder. Send out more of your goons masquerading as gang members in 
their nifty black suits. Terrorize and kill even more citizens in "the drug-glazed informant told us the 
wrong house" drug raids. Jack more young pregnant wives up against the wall so they miscarry, and 
shoot more kids in the back. Use even more tanks. 

Please continue, most of all, your policy of stealing property rights through Earth First 
environmentalism. This is the most important of all! After all, the great mass of humans can live 
without a free press — we've seen that in America for this entire century. By the insidious work of 
your televised sex and violence, you've made sure that people have lost their moral compass, so 
freedom of religion doesn't much matter to them. You've doing great with the "guns are evil 
monsters" routine as well. Very few care about justice, so all your illegal searches and seizures have 
profited you greatly. 

Keep it up. Squeeze harder. Some blood needs to leak from some eyeballs. Do it. Squeeze, baby, 
squeeze. 

Please do force our young daughters to spread their legs for your unnecessary and invasive 
gynecological exams in government schools. Do not listen to their saying NO. Make them do it 
anyway. Please press all of our young men and women into involuntary servitude via your newest 
mechanism of "volunteerism." Make them suffer for it. Your doublethink on this issue alone is 
wonderful: involuntary volunteerism. Orwell would be very impressed. 


Squeeze. Squeeze harder. 


Indoctrinate the young men and women of the Armed Forces a bit more. With your new sex trials, 
the men will vacate the forces, leaving an armed force of whiny pregnant females to defend this 
country. Good job, that one. Do keep killing all the officers who disagree with your policies via 
Accidental Plane Death Syndrome. You're doing great with this tactic, teaching people who is boss 
and what thoughts they are allowed to think and say. 

With civilians, property rights will be the crux of the issue, which is why the people have had "Save 
the Earth From Humans" shoved quite prettily down their throats for the past 30 years. Please keep 
taking away our right—bought and paid for—to do what we wish with our houses, our property, our 
land. This is good. In fact, if you can manage it in the Congress turned Comintern, raise the taxes on 
producers, and employers, and property owners until they almost cannot be borne. Put more people 
out of business and out of work with your "endangered species" ploy. They won't realize that truly 
*they* are the endangered species. Make more species "endangered," for that matter. Take a risk, 
you've earned it, and you've become quite good at the Big Lie: make cows and pigs and chickens 
unavailable to human consumption by putting them on the "endangered" list. Put all animals 
currently hunted or fished for food or sport "endangered" and then you can outlaw all small arms for 
civilians. 

Squeeze. Squeeze harder. It is, after all, what totalitarians do best. 

You're doing really well on the death front, with the older ones crying for Dr. Kevorkian to give 
them his tender mercies, and an entire generation of young women willing to kill their own blood 
and bone wholesale, aided by the Lords of Medicine. A fine job on this, since now the people can 
kill and be killed for the sake of convenience. 

We're coming to the historical point where you really start culling the herd of humans—but be 
careful here, since, after all, it's those inconvenient humans who provide the money to support your 
totalitarian agenda. At least, don't take too many all at once — a few invented, laboratory-created 
diseases will do to start — AIDS, Ebola, whatever. But don't overdo it until the big push, of course. 

But keep up the squeeze. 

Use your free labor in prisons, where many of you have money invested, to make clothes for your 
consumption. This works well, too. Privatize prisons and run them on the Chinese model. If you run 
into trouble on this, note that most current (or almost so) totalitarian governments can easily 
intimidate their herds of humans by using tanks against the people, and, needless to say, televising 
it. 

Keep using informant lowlives to frame your enemies as well as the innocent among the people. 
Give the ones you catch extremely hard sentences for not knowing, say, that a government snitch 
had buried "pipe bomb material" on his property. That's a very nifty ploy, and one the people all 
learned from mightily. 

Do not prosecute your agents of the government bureaucracy no matter what laws they break, 
people they kill, or lie under oath, whatever they may have done in the "line of culling the herd." 

Just let it pass and cover it up. Make it very clear where the lines are drawn and for whom laws 
apply. The people, some very very few, are appreciative and aware of the lesson. 

Squeeze. 

Lie through your teeth. Various current and former rulers are quite adept at this and it teaches the 
people discernment. This is a fine point, but important. The people love to hear when rulers or their 
agents say "No wrongdoing was done" in the face of blatant and obvious wrongdoing. 


Keep well your paparazzi pets, the media. They will live as long and prosper as well as you. They 
serve you well. Have them oblige you even more by ignoring your lies, deceptions, thefts and 
coverups by squeezing them just a touch as well. 

Squeeze us even more, oh "kind-hearted" totalitarians. Until our eyeballs bleed. 


Back to The Modern Militiaman . #7 on Patrick Henry On-Line — OR— 
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Jailhouse Letters by Mike Kemp 


... But what’s wrong with the general run of American these 
days? 

I am busy of mind this Independence Day. I just finished an application for Habeas Corpus for an 
inmate who, upon his release from jail on an unrelated charge, was rounded back up and jailed again 
for failing to pay child support. While previously in jail, he paid child support from work-release, 
but when he was let out of jail the job ended, and he was unemployed, without resources, and 
indigent. 

Alabama law provides that failure to obey an order must be "willful," also that there is "ability to 
pay;" he has acknowledged patently, has, in the past, paid when he was able. Therefore, he is not in 
violation. The petition is modeled on one written for me, which failed, but only because it was 
before the same gang of crooks that put me here. 

My new set of lawyers are abysmally ignorant of the Constitution; they seem to be amused by my 
"quaint and unique legal theories," and are solely concerned with overcoming the "procedural 
hurdle" presented by my failure to bring a pre-trial motion to suppress. 

This despite the undisputed fact that the warrant was separated into two parts (officer's affidavit and 
everything else), the officer's affidavit denied to me until open court at trial, and then over the 
objection of the DA, that the officer's affidavit lacked any probable cause, that the warrant grossly 
exceeded anything offered by the officer, and that items seized grossly exceeded the scope of the 
already overbroad warrant. 

This, on the one hand; then, on the other, several folks with whom I correspond tell me that the 
winds of change are beginning to blow, that Americans are getting fed up, that I am making a 
difference. 

I see the people who are already committed hard at work, but I see little effect amongst the ostriches 
and sheeple. 

My eyes, and my lawyers tell a consistent story - "big government" and the "big media" are firmly 
in control, an immovable, unassailable monolith. My lawyer knows the Bar Association rules, but 
won’t invoke Rule 1 - all subsequent rules are to insure justice. It's personalities, and maneuvering, 
and the futility of a Constitutional approach. They know nothing of the common law (a man's right 
to till the earth, to put seeds in the dirt and reap a harvest for his use), claiming that Alabama went 
to a "statutory system." 

They are restrained from filing a Habeas by Bar Association rules, which require this "Rule 32" 
approach, which totally ignores the Constitution in favor of "rules." By this approach, the judge can 
docket a "Rule 32" hearing for 42 days into the future, then after the hearing wait 60 days before 
ruling. 

He doesn't even have to rule. He can "pocket veto" it, and lawyers can't appeal till the 102 days are 
up. Then it starts over at the next level. "The judge would never do that," they say. 




I tried to talk to them about going after the police who trespassed without a warrant, who assaulted 
me with deadly weapons without a warrant, who stole my firearms without a warrant while I lay 
face down on my porch with guns at my head, for bringing the media along when they had no 
lawful excuse to be there themselves (the police, that is). It was clear that they were not even 
conversant enough with the facts to know that all the above was established, admitted truth. 

Third Amendment protection of private property, going hand-in-hand with subsequent Fourth 
Amendment protection? Huh? Ninth Amendment? What's that? 

"The Supreme Court just threw out the Brady Bill," they said, trying to make me feel better, I guess. 

And I said "On Tenth Amendment, shaky technical grounds! What's wrong with the clear cut 
Second Amendment?" And they hung their heads. 

It's going to be a long, uphill battle, Oral. What they, and my grandparents, and their neighbors want 
is for me to be a "good boy," beg mercy, and get the sentence commuted to time served or probation, 
a promise to "behave." Paine said it best: There are persons who see not the full extent of the evil 
that threatens them; they solace themselves with hopes that the enemy, if they succeed, will be 
merciful. It is the madness of folly to expect mercy from those who have refused to do justice; and 
even mercy, where conquest is the object, is only a trick of war: the cunning of the fox is as 
murderous as the violence of the wolf; and we ought to guard equally against both." 

The lawyers DID say they ought to repeal the income tax Amendment, but followed it up with a 
statement to the effect that "then they wouldn't have any money." Of course,there IS no lawful 
money, and the income tax only brings in enough to pay interest on the debt. 

The fact that it took an unconstitutional Amendment to "outlaw" alcohol, seemed of no import to 
him. He thought that the "police powers" of the states took precedence over Genesis 1:29, and 
certainly thought that a First Amendment argument was fruitless. 

He wanted to argue that the 14th Amendment was all that applied the Bill of Rights to the states, 
and I pointed out that there is no such thing as a "U.S. citizen" in the body of the Constitution, only 
"free persons of the several states." 

We "...are endowed by our Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among theses are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, that to secure these rights, governments are instituted among 
men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed ... all experience hath shewn, that 
Mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves by 
abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed ... 

... But when a long train of abuses and userpations, pursuing invariable the same object, evinces a 
design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is their right, it is their DUTY, to throw off such 
government, and to provide new guards for their future security ..." 

I would never denigrate your efforts, Oral, but what’s wrong with the general run of American these 
days? 

I must confess to absolute bewilderment, some days. And, sad to say, this isn't one of my "better 
days." Sony to "unload" on you. In God's time ... and I plead for His strength, His patience. 

In Liberty, 

William Michael Kem p. 

Gadsden County Jail 
4 July 1997 



There is a * happy* ending to the above letter— the inmate for whom the Habeas petition was 
mysteriously and suddenly set free when wind of the Habeas spread through the snitch network. 
*They* knew that to allow a Habeas on those grounds to succeed would deprive them of a lot of 
money as well as force the release of a LOT of people wrongfully incarcerated, and perhaps opened 
some officials up to *legal action.*-M.K. 


I have some sad news for you — the Big Boys will have contempt for you whether you rebel or 
submit. Better, then, to rebel. I say it's TIME the rabble were roused. 

—Jim Goad, *The Redneck Manifesto* 


And how we burned in the camps later, thinking: What would things have been like if every Security 
operative, when he went out at night to make an arrest, had been uncertain whether he would return 
alive and had to say good-bye to his family? Or if, during periods of mass arrests, as for example in 
Leningrad, when they arrested a quarter of the entire city, people had not simply sat there in their 
lairs, paling in terror at every bang of the downstairs door and at every step on the staircase, but 
had understood they had nothing left to lose and had boldly set up in the downstairs hall an ambush 
of half a dozen people with axes, hammers, pokers, or whatever else was at hand....The Organs 
would very quickly have suffered a shortage of officers and transport and, notwithstanding all of 
Stalin's thirst, the cursed machine would have ground to a halt! 

—Alexandr Solzhenitsyn, *The Gulag Archipelago* 


Another *squeeze* that could well go unnoticed 

Recently, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that a convicted, violent sex offender could be retained in 
custody, even though he had fully served his sentence as imposed upon him. It was not a matter of 
parole, nor suspended sentence, nor probation. 

He had not threatened anyone specificially; he was not considered insane, per se. However, it did 
seem to be a carefully constructed and chosen case, and argued and decided in very specific way. He 
was ajudged a danger to himself, and the community. He was judged to be abnormal. 

As mentioned, this case, as is often the case with the U.S. Supreme Court, was ripe for precedent. 

It should come as no surprise that the "movement" which I shall broadly label as "Patriot," including 
all the variations of those who oppose the direction in which government is moving, and the 
methods employed, is considered by government as a serious problem. 

This "problem" has proven difficult to manage, for it is difficult, even in today's climate, to 
manufacture criminals quickly enough to serve as discouraging examples for the sheer number of 
Americans who are waking up. 







Many, or most, perhaps nearly all the Patriot leaders are simply concerned Americans; they read 
history and philosophy; they remember the peace and strength of a far more rational society, and 
they demand a change of direction from our socialist, globalist national government, and our self- 
serving local governments. 

In short, we are decidedly non-criminal, but extremely threatening, since we often, through calm 
and rational appeal, awaken more and more of our fellow Americans. 

If government attempt to continue manufacturing criminals, there will come a time when the best of 
jury selection procedures will begin to fail them, and ready conviction will no longer be assured. 
Government cannot run this risk. 

This precedent will allow government to simply lock away those of us considered *by them* to be 
abnormal. 

They chose their precedent carefully—who wants a child molestor running loose? 

But, ladies and gentlemen, how long will it be before those who believe that "the right of the people 
to keep and bear arms" are considered "dangerous" to themselves and society? 

William Michael Kem p. 

Gadsden County Jail 
22 July 1997 


MAGISTRATE DISMISSES CHARGES AGAINST RUBY RIDGE MAN 

An Idaho magistrate Thursday dismissed state charges of murder and aggravated assault against 
Kevin Harris, accused of killing a law enforcement officer in the 1992 Ruby Ridge siege. Idaho 
Magistrate Judge Quentin Harden agreed with Harris' lawyer, ruling that Idaho law prevented the 
state from trying Harris for first degree murder and aggravated assault after he had been acquitted of 
those charges in a federal court. The law in question says no person can be tried in an Idaho court if 
he or she has been tried in a court in "another state." 

Story at http://www.infobeat.com/stories/cgi/story.cgi?id=3D5239407-20c 

My question. 

Did the prosecutor who charged Kevin Harris not know the law? It makes me mad that so many 
Americans have to pay lawyers when they should never have been charged or imprisoned in the first 
place.-comment from a forwarder of this post— M.K. 
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http://www.geocities.com:80/CapitolHill/Lobby/1234/de-facto.html 

15 captures 

15 Jan 2000 -23 Oct 2009 


T he de facto Constrtutiun 


Black's Law Dictionary defines 'de facto' as, "...a state of affairs 
which must be accepted for all practical purposes, but is illegal or 
illegitimate..." Although the following parody of the original 
Constitution and Bill of Rights is fairly accurate, these practices are 
"illegitimate and illegal" -- mere 'color of law' -- a pretended state 
of affairs manipulated by politicos and terrocrats to further their own 
wealth and aggrandizement. Indeed, once the constitution and laws fall 
outside their strictly defined boundries, they cease to be the tools of 
justice; they become weapons of plunder. 


i 
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As Lysander Spooner [pictured right] pointed out it in No Treason No. 

II: 

The practical difficulty with our government has been that most of 
those who have administered it have taken it for granted that the 
Constitution, as it is written, was a thing of no importance; that 
it neither said what it meant, nor meant what it said; that it was 
gotten up by swindlers... who said a great many good things, which 
they did not mean, and meant a great many bad things, which they 
dared not say; that these men, under the false pretense of a 
government resting on the consent of the whole people, designed to 
entrap them into a government of a part, who should be powerful 
and fraudulent enough to cheat the weaker portion out of all the 
good things that were said, but not meant, and subject them to all 
the bad things that were meant, but not said. And most of those 
who have administered the government, have assumed that all these 
swindling intentions were to be carried into effect, in place of 
the written Constitution .... 

This being the case, the way the constitution has been used for +200 
years has steadily moved towards the following format. In fact, it's 
difficult to argue that this de facto constitution (or ' martial rule ', 
as some have convinvingly argued) is not what is currently enforced as 
the 'supreme law of the land' "in place of the written Constitution": 


The de facto Constitution: 


The Philatelic Chautauq ua 
Basic Philatelic Philoso phy 
The Philatelic Sons of Libert y 
Voluntaryism and the Mails 
The Post Office v. Private Mail 
The Ultimate Philatelist-Spooner 
Natural Law & Natural Justice 
Common Law -vs- Conquest 
The Real Governin g Power? 
Ori g ins of the 'Power Elite' 
Totalitarian Technolo g ies 
The de facto Constitution 
Politics & Economics 101 
The Idol Called the 'State ' 

The Armen Condo Letter 
O pen Letter: Larry Becraft 
More Quotes on Libert y 
Some Philatelic Fables 
The Terra Libra Shift 
As a Man Thinketh 
The Ionian Tradition 
Basics of Le g al Research 
Stam ps. Taxes & Dru g Wars 
Encyclopedia Chautauoua (Links ') 


ARTICLE I 


search this site: 


The government shall consist of several Branches; three Upper 
Branches: the Executive (eL presedente and his agents), the 
Legislative (Con-gress), the Judicial (Just-us); and three de 
facto Lower Branches: Education (ministers of conformit y ). the 
Media (ad-ministers of consent ). and the (privately-owned) Federal 
Reserve . 

ARTICLE II 


SEARCH 


Want Some FREE Web tools? 
Web Browsers 
Web Searchin g Tools 
Web Surfin g Accelerators 

Shareware & Freeware Downloads 


Arbitrary Public Policy of our Social Contract shall guide the 
political parties and the courts. Therefore, 


ARTICLE III 

Anything goes! 


that 'We, The Establishment .' can get away with. 


This page is sponsored by 

GepCities 

Your free home on the web 
philatel v@g eocities.com 















AKICCLb V 


No exceptions shall exist except those laid down in the Bill of 
Rights. 


The de facto Bill of Rights: 


Article I 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion, except to mandate explicit reference to the Christian 
God on the currency; or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 
aside from oddball cults - whom the Attorney General and the FBI 
may freely smear in the mass media and then wipe off the face of 
the earth; or abridging the freedom of speech or of the press, 
except in the case of pornography, hate speech, movies containing 
excessive violence, or any other form of expression which somebody 
somewhere may find disquietin g. 

Article II 

A well regulated militia of free men being an intolerable menace 
to totalitarian designs of the State, the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms shall apply to only those employed by the 
organs of State Security, and of course to muggers, rapists, 
gangsters, and other criminals who don't obey other laws and can't 
reasonably be expected to obey this one. 

Article III 

No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any house 
without the consent of the owner, since it's much easier to just 
seize the entire house if the Authorities really want it for 
something [see Article IV] 

Article IV 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, papers, 
houses and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be construed in any such a way as to prevent the 
Authorities from seizing any such property which they believe, 
infer, suspect, imagine, or assert to be in some way involved with 
anything whatsoever to do with drugs, money launderin g or tax 
evasion . 

Article V 

No person shall be subject for the same offense to be twice put in 
Jeopardy of life or limb, except in cases whereby the mass media 
and public opinion hold his aquittal to have been a miscarrage of 
justice, in which he may be retried on Federal charges as many 
times as necessary to secure a conviction, or in case of parole 
violation whereby the convicted may be subject to re-incarceration 
as many times as the authorities deem necessary to insure 
rehabilitation; no shall any person be compelled in any criminal 
case to be a witness against himself, except when Authorities 
grant him selective immunity from prosecution to force him to do 











In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to 
a speedy, public trial except where there are interminable delays 
due to the system being clogged with victimless dru g cases , and 
shall be entitled to assistance of counsel for defense, although 
Authorities may seize and confiscate any assets, without due 
process, that he might otherwise use to afford such counsel [see 
Article IV]. 


Article VII 


In suits at common law , where the value in controversy shall 
exceed 20 dollars, the right of trial b y jury shall be preserved; 
but persons accused of rape, child molestation, and other sexual 
offenses whereby it is generally recognized that no one is ever 
falsely accused, may be tried and summarily found guilty by the 
mass media. 


Article VIII 

Excessive bail shall be imposed to keep persons who are obviously 
guilty behind bars until the Authorities can get around to trying 
them or such cases of suspected parole violation whereby the 
Authorities, regardless of evidence against the accused, may 
completly deny bail; cruel and unusual punishment shall not be 
inflicted, except as required by both State and Federal mandator y- 
sentencin g guidelines. 

Article IX 

The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be 
construed to deny or disparage others retained by the Authorities, 
including the right to control economic activit y through taxes and 
re g ulation . the right to impose mandatory racial and gender 
favoritism, the right to collect and monitor vast amounts of 
personal data on citizens on the pretext of the Census, the right 
to arbitrarily bar citizens from visiting certain foreign 
countries, and other rights which it may occur to the Authorities 
to decide they currently have. 

Article X 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States 
respectfully, or to the people; however, any State which attempts 
to enforce this provision by secedin g from the Union in the face 
of flagerent violation of its sovereignty by the Federal 
Authorities shall be subject to invasion, military occupied, and 
razed to the ground at the discretion of the President, while 
lesser attempts by any State to assert its rights under this 
Article shall be punished by occupation by the National Guard, 
withholding of Federal Funds, or other means of the state. 

Black's Law Dictionary defines 'de facto government' as: One that 
maintains itself by display of force against the will of the rightful 
legal government, and is successful, at least temporarily, in 
overturning the institutions of rightful legal government by setting up 
it's own in lieu thereof. For example, I find it interesting what the 
following link has uncovered about America's Civil War : even more 
interesting is what Lysander Spooner wrote about the 'constitution' in 











un any aay except sunaay, tor as many years oacK as tne present 

writer can remember., a visitor at the Boston Athenaeum Library 
between the hours of nine and three might have noticed, as nearly 
all did notice, in one of the alcoves overlooking Tremont Street 
across the Old Granary burying ground, the stooping figure of an 
aged man, bending over a desk piled high with dusty volumes of 
history, jurisprudence, political science, and constitutional law, 
and busily absorbed in studying and writing. Had the old man 
chanced to raise his head for a moment, the visitor would have 
seen, framed in long and snowy hair and beard, one of the finest, 
kindliest, sweetest, strongest, grandest faces that ever gladdened 
the eyes of man. 


The de facto Bill of Rights first appeared in The Radical 
Individualist , Jeffrey Deboo, Editor & Publisher, 1442-A Walnut 
Street #64, Berkeley, California, (94709), and in The Voluntarvist . 
Whole Number 79, April 1996. I was first exposed to the "Anything 
Goes! - that we can get away with" concept by Frederick Mann . 



* 











The CONstitution That Never Was -- a Book Review 


Ralph Boryszewski is an old curmudgeon. He is also an old cop. He sounds to me like the type of 
cop that was once called a *peace officer,* rather than *law enforcement officer.* His examination 
of the Constitution, as the CONstruction of the title might indicate to you, is rather unconventional. 
And, to my view, right on target. In his opinion, the body of the Constitution is a con job peipetrated 
on the American people. 

It is Mr. Boryszewski's opinion that the Constitution is null and void on its face, and has never had a 
shred of authority, from its inception by a rogue convention to the massive abuses carried out under 
its auspices today. To begin with, Mr. Boryszewski doesn't like lawyers — and I am being gentle. 
Ralph isn't. To the best of my knowledge, the only lawyer to escape his wrath is Lysander Spooner, 
who is about as far removed from *lawyerism* as any lawyer I have ever heard of. You may be 
more familiar with Mr. Spooner for his reputation as an * anarchist,* though I find his most 
important contribution in his pointing out that agreements made by our remote grandfathers have no 
binding power upon us. 

You are probably aware that the Constitutional Convention was heavily dominated by lawyers, and 
was adamantly opposed to ANY inclusion of a Bill of Rights, particularly one introducing the 
document and thus shackling the demon-child being birthed— central, *federal* government. The 
Bill of Rights which was eventually *appended* to the Constitution is composed of *articles.* 

These articles, as Ralph points out, don't AMEND any portion of the body of the Constitution. The 
closest they come is to RESTRICT congress in their ability to pass laws by declaring the rights of 
the OWNERS of the country, the people. 

Ralph points out that the Constitution is an agreement among the states; the Bill of Rights is a 
statement OF THE PEOPLE, setting ground rules for behavior of the federal government AND the 
states which formed, it. It is his assertion that the Bill of Rights is separate and complete within 
itself, NOT A PART OF the Constitution at all. He asserts that the Constitution is inferior to the Bill 
of Rights, and if you examine closely our present situation, it would certainly appear from their 
actions that the oaths taken by our elected officials and judges and *law enforcement officers* to 
uphold and defend the Constitution certainly excludes the provisions and limitations upon 
government set forth in the Bill of Rights. 

Ralph asserts that lawyers planned it this way; he asserts that there is NO separation of powers, 
since lawyers, who owe fealty to the courts, wrote it; lawyers served in the legislatures which 
approved it; lawyers serve in the legislatures, state and federal, which write laws under its 
*authority.* He points out that U.S. Attorneys, and the Attorney General, are sworn to the courts. 
Therefore, the bar associations, the trade union for the lawyers, are actually in control of the 
judicial, the legislative, and the executive branches of government. Thus, there is NO separation of 
powers. 

He points out that under the *rules of the courts,* all indictments must be signed by a U.S. Attorney, 
thus removing any possibility of the people exercising their control upon the courts, or for that 
matter upon the legislative or the executive branches. He points out that other *rules* have been 
implemented which attempt to enforce the judge's interpretation of *the law* upon juries, thus 
usurping their authority and DUTY to judge the facts and the law in determining verdicts. 




Ralph points out that there is no provision in the Constitution for an oath to be taken by 
congresscritters, and an *unsworn* congresscritter is only a pretender, completely without authority 
to legislate. This was noted much earlier in history. In fact, it was noted by the FIRST congress 
convening under the * authority* of the Constitution. 

The response was to legislate, to pass a bill, defining an oath to allow them to take their office and 
function. This pseudo-legislation was duly signed by *the father of our country,* George 
Washington. Then, while the Bill of Rights was still *under construction,* other bills were voted 
upon and passed by this congress of no authority (made up largely of lawyers) which allowed the 
courts to set up a structure which made a mockery of the notion that the people WERE the country, 
the OWNERS, and sovereign. 

The ills and corruption of our nation is apparent to the most casual observer. The cure is simple- 
grand and petit (trial) juries, made up of *we, the people,* need only to be aware of, and to assert 
their inherent authority. However, these juries are so filtered that the few people who are aware of 
their sovereignty, and thus their authority, and thus their power are excluded. 

It only takes the knowledge, and then the assertion, of our rightful authority to return this nation to a 
proper course. This requires courage as well as knowledge. I am sad to say that our people are sadly 
lacking in both. 

I have only barely skimmed some of the contents of this fine work. 1 strongly urge you to contact 
Ralph Boryszewski at The Foundation for Rights, RO. Box 17699, Rochester, New York, 14617, to 
obtain a copy of this truly revolutionary and eye-opening book for yourself. It is published by the 
author, and a contribution to cover the cost of the book(s) is certainly in order. Do it today. The 
nation you will save through the information contained in this book IS YOUR OWN! 

-reviewed by William Michael Kem p. 


Back to The Modern Militiaman #7 on Patrick Henry On-Line —OR— 
Back to The Modern Militiaman #7 on The Patriot Coalition 











MAKING NECESSARY NOISE 

By Claire Wolfe 


The following article appears in the Fall/Winter 1997 issue of the Loompanics Unlimited catalog 
supplement. I offer it here as a think piece. I'm not sure the solutions it proposes are the best ones; 
they are certainly not for everyone. I * am* sure — as a lot more of us are realizing — that we have 
exhausted the possibilities of working within the system. It isn’t hard to see that we're in the process 
of moving to a new stage offreedom fighting. If this essay encourages anyone to think about where 
and *how* to draw a personal line in the sand, it will have done its job. (That's the job it did for me 
as I wrote it.) Thanks for taking the time to consider it. —CW 


I'M COMING TO A CONCLUSION I DON'T LIKE AT ALL. I've been edging toward it for 
several years, hating it all the way. But no matter how much I sniff around the idea, turn it upside 
down, examine it from all angles or peek into its dark interior, I can't say it's wrong. Increasingly, 
I'm convinced it may be both right and necessary — even though it could rip apart the lives of a lot 
of good people. 

Before I get to that dangerous conclusion, let me show you one example of what brought me to it. 
Start with a question: 

How many Americans resist filing federal income tax returns? 

The official estimate from the IRS is five to 10 million. IRS bureaucrats admit privately the number 
may be as high as 35 million. Either way, a great many Americans say, "To hell with the federal 
government!" on April 15. And good for them. 

Let's take the very lowest figure: five million. Let us further assume that 80 percent of those non¬ 
filers are simply procrastinators-non-ideological folks who just don't get around to sending in the 
forms. 

That still means _one million Americans_ are risking their lives, their fortunes and their sacred 
honor each year by consciously saying, "I refuse to submit." 

The actual numbers are certainly larger — giving us an awesome force on the side of individual 
liberty. 

I often think, "That corrupt, doddering old system, simply _can't_ hold up under this resistance." 
But look at the real world. What has that huge, stubborn force accomplished? 

Nothing. Nada. Zip. Zilch. 

RESISTING IN A WHISPER 

Oh, yes, those who consciously resist the income tax, invasive drug laws, abstruse "regulations," or 
other forms of arbitrary authority have accomplished a lot on a personal level. Every act of 
independence is beneficial to the spirit. That's important. Very. But is it enough? 




Five or 35 million Americans resisting tax laws...40, 50,60 or 80 million Americans resisting drug 
laws...and countless Americans resisting the very concept of excessive law...has had _no_ positive 
impact on the country as a whole. It hasn't changed _anything_ for the better. 

The tax system hasn't collapsed. The income tax hasn't been repealed — as it should have. 

In the 1920s and 30s, America's casual scorning of the Volstead Act (Prohibition) caused that 
pointless law to be tossed in history's garbage can. But the modem Prohibition against drugs-of- 
choice hasn't ended because millions are resisting it. Indeed, more — and worse — dmg laws are 
being passed every day. 

Across the country, despite our scorn, new regulations are being promulgated, more police agencies 
are being created, enlarged and armed, and more innocents are dying or being terrorized in the name 
of "law." 

How can this be? How can millions of people be saying NO to bad government — and not being 
heard? 

Well, one reason we're not being heard is that we're whispering. 

RESISTING WITH A SHOUT 

My dangerous conclusion is this: We must not only resist bad laws with all our strength, but we 
must resist publicly, loudly and articulately. Some of us will be able to do this merely by advocating 
resistance in the abstract, as a matter of moral and historical right. Some of us will need to publicize 
our own, personal, principled resistance. Some of us may need to go so far as to stand in the public 
square and visibly disobey whatever damned law plagues us. All three of these courses could be 
hazardous to our health. 

Nevertheless, we must make noise, make news and make a bloody nuisance of ourselves. We may 
need to get ourselves arrested, and ultimately may have to throw ourselves in front of tanks and 
machine guns, if it comes to that. 

We need to send a message to the world so loud it can't be ignored, even if some of us must die to 
do it. 

STANDING ON PRINCIPLE 

We have been quiet for a very good reason: because the government, media and in many cases our 
family and neighbors, regard principled resistance as criminal. We fear both their opinions and the 
dire consequences of breaking the law. 

We must now turn that around. We must proclaim that resistance to bad laws is _right_. We must tell 
the world that we are not criminals, but fine, independent people of exactly the kind the country 
most needs. 

Others are, of course, free to disagree with our viewpoint. But we ourselves must stop buying into 
the criminal paradigm, even subconsciously. We must proudly claim a new paradigm. We must 
make it clear that resistance is a matter of principle-and that we will never yield to unjust laws no 
matter who threatens us, no matter how dire the threat. 


RESISTING THE IDEA OF PUBLIC RESISTANCE 


Never have I been more in conflict with myself over an issue. I've spent a whole lifetime seeking 
privacy. I hate the idea of making public noise. I've spent a lifetime seeking beauty and peace, and I 
hate the idea of being dragged off to some dismal jail, or seeing my friends dragged there. 

I also realize full well that what I'm proposing _is_ dangerous. 

In the past, I've warned readers never to trust anyone who urges them to commit criminal acts. 

Those arm-twisters are usually cops or informants. That goes double for anyone urging you to take 
the extra risk of "coming out of the closet" with public resistance. Don't trust them. 

Don't trust me. And certainly _never_ do anything because some writer or orator says it might be a 
good idea. I'm not asking to be trusted or followed; I'm just asking you to hear and decide for 
yourself whether my conclusion is correct. If you have an effective idea and less dangerous idea for 
regaining freedom, I implore you to propose it and put it into action. 

THE SCENARIO: ALTERING HISTORY 

What could happen to us if we make an issue of our resistance? We could be arrested, prosecuted, 
jailed, demonized, laughed at, fired from jobs, shunned, fined, and our homes and possessions could 
be seized even if no charges are ever brought against us. Penalties are becoming more draconian. 
Federal penalties are increasingly being heaped atop state punishments. "Coming out" as resisters 
may inspire compulsive control freaks to take special pains to "get" and punish us. Some resisters 
will be made examples of, in the worst way. 

It's bad. Let's never minimize what we might face. But the growing ruthlessness of government is all 
the more reason we must shout our objections. 

An analogy: 

Hitler began his persecution of the Jews with measures that, in contrast to the eventual horror, look 
mild. He first required Jews to wear yellow stars. They complied. He began confiscating their 
property. They hid possessions, sneaked them out of the country, bribed officials or simply 
surrendered. He walled them in ghettos. Some went; some fled. He finally herded them into boxcars 
to their final destination. 

All along, some resisted, some complied, just as we are doing now. But almost universally, whatever 
their actions, they remained quiet. Their "good German" (and "good" Polish and "good" other) 
neighbors were also silent about the outrages taking place in front of them. Some gentiles hid and 
helped the Jews. But they didn't speak up. No one made a public, moral cause of resistance. Of 
course, people were terrified of Hitler. And of course, it was unpopular to defend the Jews, who had 
been even more successfully demonized than tax resisters, militia members and drug users have 
been in modern America. The media and public institutions were firmly on the side of the Nazis, 
just as they are on the side of big government today. All very familiar. 

Had a significant minority resisted Hitler — vehemently, adamantly, loudly resisted — many of them 
would have been killed. But they might have roused the conscience of the world. They might have 
shown Hitler there was a barrier he could not cross. They might have prevented the far worse 
slaughter that their silence allowed. We don't really know what _could_ have happened, had people 
had the courage both to resist and speak. We only know what _did_ happen when they failed to do 
so. None of these hopes ever had a chance. People didn't take the risk, and the ultimate fate befell 
them. 

Silence is not safety. Silence, in fact, implies consent. 


Which is worse: suffering now in defense of principle, or suffering later as the citizen of a tyrannical 
state? 

HOW BAD CAN IT GET? 

I don't know that it will ever get so bad here that freedom-loving people will be rounded up and sent 
to concentration camps. It's possible. I do know the future looks bad, very bad, for freedom. 

What's _certain_ is that, in the words of abolitionist Frederick Douglass, "Find out just what people 
will submit to, and you have found out the exact amount of injustice and wrong which will be 
imposed upon them; and these will continue until they are resisted with either words or blows, or 
both. The limits of tyrants are prescribed by the endurance of those whom they oppress." 

Or, in the more modem words of Dilbert, "The more crap you put up with, the more crap you are 
going to get." 

Again, silence implies consent. Silence is "putting up with it" even when we silently disobey. 

WHY MAKE NOISE NOW? 

Many of us have become accustomed to living free in spite of the "law." A few years ago, even last 
year, I would have said, "Hell, why paint a target on your backside by going public with resistance?" 
But the situation has changed. 

In the last couple of years, Congress has laid the groundwork for the kind of totalitarian citizen¬ 
tracking systems that have been long-rumored and long dreaded. As you read this, bureaucrats are 
building the computer systems, sending out the forms, writing the regulations and installing the 
machinery that will be used to make you a slave, pure and simple. 

A pair of examples: 

• Your drivers license was turned into a de facto national ID card. (Check it out: Public Law 
104-208.) 

• Congress passed and Donna Shalala began sending out the forms for the "New Hires" 
database. It's worse than it sounds. (Check it out: Public Law 104-193, then get your hands on 
one of the forms.) 

There's more. A lot more. Research for yourself and see how your life will be curtailed...will be 
_owned_...if you let these things happen. 

Silent resistance doesn't stop bad law making. It actually encourages it, as legislatures pass more 
and more bad laws in an attempt to curb disobedience. How many more rotten laws are we going to 
take before we put a stop to this pernicious escalation of tyranny? 

WHAT, SPECIFICALLY, SHOULD WE DO? 

Specifically you should do only what your own wisdom dictates. Always. I'll mention only a few 
places to start and some cautions to keep in mind. 

Frankly, some of this information is milder than what really needs to be said. But free speech 
protections extend only so far. 

• Pick one or two laws that you especially oppose. Make sure you fully understand, and can 
calmly, lucidly articulate, the principles behind your opposition. 


• Speak up every chance you get. In every forum you can find. Newspapers. Public meetings. 
Neighborhood gatherings. Don't just speak against the law. Speak on behalf of the right of 
resistance. 

• Creatively defy bad law. Folks who plant hemp in the courthouse garden or pay their taxes in 
pennies may get useful publicity. 

• Utilize the mainstream media where you can. But when biased reporting or no reporting is all 
you can expect, let it go. Put your energies elsewhere. 

• Find every available form of alternative media, from the Internet to the walls of public 
restrooms, and use it. (For instance, you can paste stickers in restroom stalls with three or four 
lines explaining why a law is wrong and reminding people defiance is an American tradition.) 

• Be flexible. Tactics must change as situations do. 

• If there is enough community support to make it effective, shun employees of unjust agencies. 
Render their lives as uncomfortable as possible. And don't let them or yourself off with the 
old excuse that they're just the ordinary people doing their jobs. The engineers who drove the 
trains to the concentration camps were "ordinary." So were the guards. We usually have no 
access to their masters, but we can reach the masters through the employees. When masters 
no longer have minions do to their bidding, how can they enforce tyranny? 

• Never go against your conscience, no matter what the consequences. 

• Make it clear to everyone that you will not yield to mere force or terror tactics. 

• Remember: the first and loudest to speak will become targets. This whole thing is going to 
work only if 1) a few people can make a big enough impression to change the conscience of 
the nation or 2) so many people rebel that the justice system overloads. 

• Realize that there is a fine line between publicizing principled resistance and foolishly 
blabbing private matters. You'll have to find your own place to draw that line, and even if you 
draw it perfectly, you're still in danger. 

• If you are announcing resistance to either tax or drug laws, understand that you are especially 
vulnerable. Under seizure laws, your property can become booty for a pirate agency; and 
enforcers offer cash bounties to anyone who will snitch on you. 

• If you have the slightest doubt about the wisdom on this strategy, or about your own 
willingness to walk through hell for the cause of freedom, DON'T DO IT. 

• Finally, remember the man who stood alone before the tank in Tienanmen Square. His 
"victory" was equivocal; the tank backed off, but the protesters were ultimately slaughtered. 
Yet his image still touches the conscience of the world. It will, ultimately, make a difference. 

We must never violate principles. We must never initiate violence. And we should never harm the 
innocent. But at some point, unless government backs off, we will have to stop being nice. I don't 
recommend it. I merely predict it. 

ONLY IDIOTS HEED CALLS TO ACTION FROM ’’KEYBOARD 
REVOLUTIONARIES.” 

A couple of months ago, I read an essay in which some self-proclaimed "patriot," (Call him John 
Brown.), ranted that it was time to start "taking out" government officials. Furthermore, he raved, 
anybody who didn't immediately rush out and start killing feds was a coward and a hypocrite. 

John Brown himself, of course, wasn't about to go out and start bumping people off. Nooooo, he 
was much more comfortable in the role of "inspirational leader" behind his keyboard. Since no rash 
of fed-killings followed his exhortation, most readers must have realized old John himself was 
either a total fool, a hypocrite or an agent provocateur. 

I may be a fool. And I may be accused of a lot of other things for writing this article. But I won't be 
a hypocrite. Here's where I stand: 


I resist the income tax. Haven't filed in years. Never will, even if the IRS throws me in jail or in the 
gutter after taking everything I own. (They won't get much; I've made myself poor, and therefore a 
smaller target. If the IRS bothers me, their motive will be purely political.) 

And when my state passes the enabling legislation to put the Big Brother drivers license into effect 
here — when government and businesses require my "verified social security number" and biometric 
"security features" as a condition for dealing with them — I'll go elsewhere, thanks. 

Plenty of my acquaintances already refuse to get regular drivers licenses. Maybe they can teach us 
all a thing or two about the much more complicated problem of surviving without the national ID 
license. In any case, I plan to become the damnedest, finest outlaw I can be when, "Citizen! Your 
papers please!" becomes an American reality. 

Unlike John Brown, I'm not urging you to break the law. You're already breaking it just by living. If 
you value personal freedom, you're probably breaking laws and regulations more often than Bill 
Clinton breaks wind. 

I _am_ urging you to claim resistance as your right — and as a necessity if we are to remain free. 


(c) 1997 Claire Wolfe. Permission to reprint freely granted, as long as the article is reprinted in full and 
accompanied by this copyright statement. For information about books and catalogs from Loompanics 
Unlimited, write to them at P.O. Box 1197, Port Townsend 98368 or check out their web site at 
http://www.loompanics.com . 
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It's Time to Get Serious 

by Gary Hunt, Outpost of Freedom 


It's about time we get serious about what's happening in this country. Now, you're going to jump to 
the conclusion that I mean about the federal reserve bank, the income tax, the unlawful police state, 
the loss of our rights, or one of hundreds of other very serious problems that we have. I'm not! I'm 
talking about the reduction of moral obligation to a point that it appears that we live more in the 
land of Satan, and less in the land of Christian morality. 

Back in May, 1995,1 wrote an article, Informants Amon g st Us! 

( http://www.illusions.com/opf7okc0508.htm ). It was about the Serious Problem that we are facing. I 
had not been able to write the article before then, for I had no proof of just how bad the system had 
become. 

Unfortunately, a very good friend, Grant McEwan, had been charged with a shotgun indictment and 
was facing many years and many dollars. The plea agreement offered to Grant (and, which he 
refused) was the material that I needed to write the article. The agreement was the instruction book 
on how patriots are forced to give up their lives, and prostitute themselves to the government. Guilt 
is not a factor. The consequences and expense of defending oneself are sufficient to cause many to 
opt for the status of'informant'. 

Grant was picked up yesterday while plowing a field in Tionesta, Pennsylvania. The FBI, by their 
own admission, had focused their search in Costa Rica or the Caribbean. Something, however, had 
led them to a remote farming area, and into a plowed field. That 'something' is the veiy Serious 
Problem that we face. 

Recently, other friends from Florida stood trial in Tampa. In this case, a man named Quigley. 
( http://www.illusions.com/opf/fclc0701.htm l was an IRS undercover agent. The Serious Problem, 
however, is much the same. 

The Serious Problem, quite simply, is people, human beings like you and me (well, not quite) who 
are willing for fear or money to sell out their neighbors. Regardless of oaths, loyalty, or any other 
moral obligation that honorable men might abide by, these scum, and I use the term conservatively, 
are just a bit below worthless. They will lie, as Quigley did, and they will make up stories, as has 
happened so often, and they will entrap, as we all know so well, they will do anything to achieve 
their goal of getting concerned people off of the streets and in federal prisons. 

The Founding Fathers had a solution to this problem. Generally men were much more honorable 
than today, but as emotions stirred against British rule and Committees of Safety were formed, it 
was necessary to bind men to their word. One of the solutions can be found with the Albany 
Committee of Correspondence, Protection and Safety. Every member of the Association, the only 
ones allowed to hold office in the Committee, and to attend board meetings, were bound by this 
oath: 


OATH OF SECRECY 

Wee the Subscribers do swear on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God that we 
will not devulge or make known to any Person or Persons whomsoever (except to a 
Member or Members of this Board) the Name of any Member of this Committee 
giving his Vote upon any Controverted matter which may be debated or 
determined in Committee, or the arguments used by such Person or Persons upon 








such Controverted Subject, and all other such matters as shall be given hereafter 
in Charge by the Chairman of this Committee to the Members to be kept secret 
under the sanction of this Oath, untill discharged therefrom by this Committee or 
a Majority of the subscribers or the Survivors of them, or unless when called upon 
as a Witness in a Court of Justice. 

The simple beauty (as is true in so many of the Founding documents) of this oath is beyond the 
complexities of modem life. An oath is given that doesn't allow divulging any information 
regarding how people voted, or argued their points, if that matter is controversial in nature. Any 
other matter so charged was also included in the secrecy. The only exception, and being Godly men, 
they recognized the need for Courts of JUSTICE (not law) to be a fomm where all tmths could be 
told. Not to the local police, not to the Sheriff, not to the U. S. Attorney ONLY in a "Court of 
Justice." 

What the record also shows is that those sworn in were never charged with violation of that oath, 
unlike what we might expect today. In the Tampa trial, for example, "Bob Chapman" (Quigley) 
signed, under seal, that he was Chapman. Being a paid government agent exempts him from the law 
but not the moral consequences of his acts when he comes to meet his maker. His oath means 
nothing in life, and was detennined by the jury, in court. But this is not always the case. 

Vermin (am I being polite enough?) should be eradicated. If your house were infested with rats, you, 
surely, would do whatever was necessary to exterminate those pesky little vermin. It would seem 
that our country warrants the same respect as our house. 

If anyone were to take the above oath, as a condition and agreement to an association of people with 
similar ideals, he would, at least, should he ever testify at a trial, be able to, under oath, swear that 
he has not said anything of the matters he will now discuss with anyone other than those who had 
joined him in the oath. It might be difficult for the prosecutor to establish probable cause, if the 
information was not divulged PRIOR to the proceedings. The means of the eradication of the 
vermin is to bind them to God and to you, as to their sincerity in such a way that any violation of 
that oath is proof, to all who will hear, that the violator is vermin. 

Let's get rid of this very Serious Problem one way, or another. 


Gary Hunt, Outpost of Freedom 

homepage begins at: http://www.illusions.com/o pf 

September 10, 1997 


AN IDEA FOR OUR TIME 

by Viperfox (September 8,1997) 

Let's face it folks, England is a socialist slut and America is her evil daughter. In both cases, in fact, 
the principles which helped guide us above and beyond that of the world's heathens and communists 
are being trampled under the stomping feet of neo-Marxists and the tender toes of the Lavender 
Lobby. Our governments are being managed by human debris and co-opted by hordes of the 
culturally defunct. Worse than the blind leading the blind, the two greatest nations on earth are fast 
becoming breeding grounds for the morally condemned. 






Is there a solution? Yes, but it is not what the last remaining patriots want to hear. And what might 
that be? The system that threatens to destroy our heritage and way of life must be surgically 
removed. 

Unfortunately, this will not be easy; for we are living during the most controlled and regulated time 
in history. Unlike our forefathers who could easily identify and unite behind a common foe, we have 
no such luxury. By comparison, we are forced to come to terms with this unpleasant reality of 
monumental proportions without the blessing or support of the so-called people. Why? Because the 
vast majority love their servitude and will fight to the death to preserve it. 

This means that we must find the courage to defend our cause regardless of the odds. For in the end, 
it is the will of a triumphant minority who will always call the shots, not the sheeple. Thus, you 
either get used to bowing to the present ruling class who are manipulating the masses, or become a 
part of the battle to assert the values you hold dear. 

Indeed, you might lose it all, including your life; but to do essentially nothing amounts to one in the 
same. It's up to you, then, to decide how much freedom is really worth, and how much you are 
willing to sacrifice in the struggle to regain what has been taken away. But if fighting for principle is 
not worth taking risks, than it is not worth having at all. In other words, either put up or shut up! 

Many say they would not stand by idly while the government stripped them of their arms; yet every 
day millions yield the right of way to the institutionalized abuse against their Second Amendment 
guarantees. In truth, when push comes to shove, 9 out of 10 patriots will either tuck tail and run, or 
they will succumb to the powers that be. But give our archenemies more time, and every last vestige 
of liberty will ultimately disappear. 

For one, conservative patriots have no serious central organization, let alone a universal plan, or a 
means to execute it. In short, our leaders are divided and have no stable political continuity or 
direction. 

Granted, a few speak out from time to time, but their desperate calls are mere flickers of hope being 
smothered in a torrent of lies and deceit. Even among conservative standard bearers, opinions 
remain pitted against each other. This, my friends, helps sustain the chaos and assures prolonged 
despotism. 

So yes, the time has come to look for common ground and to forge a new compact among our 
conservative brethren. This means that we must carefully consider our beloved ideals, but we must 
also take heed of the dismal alternatives. 

Should we compromise? Only in degree, but not when it comes to principle. Realistically, though, 
we must learn to have faith in each other if we are going to have any chance of success. But this will 
require some give and take. And the way to achieve that is by keeping sight of our mutual enemies 
above our own self-interests. After we deal with them, and drive them from our shores, then we can 
hash out the details and particulars. 

This may sound like a flimsy proposal, but no one has offered anything better. Therefore, I suggest 
that you take time to reevaluate your positions and seek out our common strengths, rather than stay 
focused on what are mostly minor differences. Will the real BRAVEHEARTS please stand up? 
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Revolutionary Majorities 

An Essay by Louis Beam 


"Revolutionary Majorities" -- Part One 

If citizens of this country ever again enjoy the blessings of liberty and true freedom, it will 
not be the result of a majority of its citizens having risen up in righteous indignation at 
governmental abuse of themselves and their culture. If a restoration of the Constitution of our 
forbearers occurs - with all that this implies - it will probably not be because a plurality of citizens 
fought for it, supported it, or cared one way or another. If lawful government is reestablished it will 
come about because a revolutionary majority makes it happen. 

Within the American historical experience a revolutionary majority may be defined as any 
number of citizens sufficient to initiate general hostilities against a destructive government. 

The American Revolution of 1776 defines the term, sets the precedent and provides the 
example for patriots of today. 

Throughout most of the Revolutionary War, those patriots who were seeking to overthrow 
the government lacked support of over two-thirds of their fellow citizens. John Adams, one of the 
"radicals" in favor of the Revolution and who was later to become the second President of the 
United States, stated that depending on how the war was going, those fighting for freedom had the 
opposition of from a third to two thirds of the people. Others like Pennsylvania delegate to the 
Continental Congress Joseph Galloway was sure that four-fifths of the people "were or wanted to 
be, loyal to the King." (Galloway eventually sided with the Loyalists, as those who supported the 
King's government were called.) Colonel London Carter, a member of the Virginia aristocracy and a 
strong patriot, stated in his diary in March of 1776 (but a bare three months before the signing of the 
Declaration of Independence) that an observer of events in the Northern colonies was sure "nine- 
tenths of the people are violently against it" (independence). 

The exact number of "the friends of government", as the patriots disparagingly referred to 
those who opposed the Revolution, cannot be stated with accuracy. As John Adams indicated, the 
number was in a constant state of flux, depending on political events and who was winning in the 
armed conflict. One thing is certain, however; the American Revolution was anything but a broad- 
based popular uprising of a disaffected people. Rather, it was a very unpopular rebellion of a 
politically radical minority who, because they possessed a clear understanding of the rights of man 
coupled with a deep concern for the state of relative personal freedom, were able to perceive the 
shackles of tyranny prior to their being presented for fastening. This discernment of tyranny at a 
distance not only set them apart from their fellow man but constrained them to rebel. 

The radical political leaders of the Revolution such as John Adams, Samuel Adams, Patrick 
Henry, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, George Washington, Richard Henry Lee, John 
Hancock, and Joseph Warren, to name but a few of the more well known, had to conduct their 
struggle for freedom in the face of disapprobation and rejection by their peers before the time of 
actual armed conflict, and after its commencement to charges and cries of "incendiaries and 
traitors." Indeed "the friends of government" knew little restraint when it came to condemning the 
Republic's Founders. The Loyalists called Washington, among other things; a liar, perjurer, 
murderer, blasphemer, criminal, traitor, patron of villainy, and a villain's chief. The other Founders 
fared little better and were variously referred to as being dregs, illiberal (sic!) and violent men, 
despicable wretches, bandits, rude, and depraved. While thus labeled by "respectable citizens," these 
men led the country toward rebellion. 

Correspondingly, the Founders had an analogous movement among the common people 
which, although the objective of overthrowing the government was the same, the methods were 
those resorted to by people in every age when faced with overpowering force of all-powerful 
government, namely, mob action, riots, uprisings, midnight forays, and harassment, intimidation, or 


terroristic acts directed against governmental supporters. All of these and other acts came under the 
single heading of patriotism so far as their perpetrators were concerned. 

After a review of non-battlefield hostilities, it becomes apparent that the American 
Revolution was won more by mob action than by armed conflict! Thus, any idea that the Revolution 
was won in an ordeal of battle is out of place in view of the facts. 

During the entire length of the armed conflict from 1775 to 1781, the King's armies lost only 
1,512 men killed in battle; this seven-year, battle-death casualty rate was exceeded by Union forces 
at Cold Harbor in 1864 during the first eight minutes of a single engagement. The King's armies had 
previously lost far larger numbers of men in the Seven Years War (French and Indian Wars) yet 
pressed on to victory. An adequate explanation then of the patriots' final triumph over the 
government must be provided by other than a military victory. 

An answer, in great part, lies in the violence and vigilante action carried on by the patriots 
against the government and its supporters! Though most Americans today are familiar with the 
Boston Tea Party, few know much about the secret organization that conducted it, the Sons of 
Liberty. Led by Samuel Adams, John Hancock, Dr. Warren ("the greatest incendiary of them all"), 
and Paul Revere, they met in secret, dressed in disguises, and carried out vigilante actions under the 
cover of darkness. This revolutionary Ku Klux Klan was as much dreaded by "the friends of 
government" as its ideological offspring, the Klan, ever was by unruly Blacks. The Sons of Liberty 
and other similar groups were responsible, during the course of the conflict for independence, for 
causing tens of thousands of Loyalist to flee the country (the Klan was usually satisfied with merely 
running undesirables out of the county). 

The means were simple and effective. Terror and intimidation were directed against the 
Loyalists. Methods used to create these twin scourges of "the friends of government" included, but 
were not limited to, whippings, coats of tar and feathers, banishment, church burnings (if run by a 
Loyalist preacher or used for a Loyalist meeting place), confiscation of property, and wherever 
deemed necessary - death of any one of several reliable methods. 

Other patriotic groups formed throughout the thirteen colonies to carry on a relentless 
persecution of "the friends of government." Each organization operated independently of the other 
though often exchanged information on Loyalists. 

Often these ad hoc associations went by the name of "Committees of Public Safety," though 
the name as well as the tactics employed varied from place to place. Thus in the colony of New 
York, the patriots bluntly called themselves "the oppressors of the friends of government" and stated 
proudly that they tarred and feathered governmental supporters with the "decorum that ought to be 
preserved in public punishments." Boston had its mysterious "Joyce Junior" who led a group of 
Knight Riders and enforcers who saw to it that those who did not display the necessary 
revolutionary mentality were properly punished. The rebel Continental Congress established 
"associations," whose purpose was to locate the Loyalists and turn their names over to the local 
vigilante to be dealt within the manner they deemed proper. In every colony, if the accusation was 
one of giving information to government agents, the traitor to liberty was hanged by the neck or 
dealt with in some other terminally appropriate manner. 

Even religious leaders were not exempt from the patriotic purges that cleansed away 
supporters of the king. Preachers who failed to support the cause of liberty (or who had forgotten 
that David slew Goliath rather than turning the other cheek) were run out of town on a rail in the 
glowing light of the flames from their quickly disappearing church. This was considered leniency, 
others were forced to flee to England or Canada in fear of their lives. 

By the end of the conflict in 1781, for every government Red-Coat killed on the battlefield, 
seventy Loyalists had been driven from their homes and forced to settle in England or Canada, 
totaling over one hundred thousand people. 

The government and its "friends" accused the revolutionary freedom fighters (whom they 
often called "the Sons of Anarchy") of "committing the most shocking outrages" and of "daily 
invasions upon private property" while led by men who were "well known incendiaries and 
traitors," whose chief purpose in life was to commit "crimes against the Constitutional authority of 
the State" (historically, government's which have oppressed and abused their citizens justify their 
actions based on the "law" or "Constitutional authority"). 



No doubt, had the effort to overthrow the government been unsuccessful, the Founding 
Fathers and their citizen supporters would have been hanged by "the friends of government," as the 
very worst sort of traitors and terrorists. 

In summary of the American Revolution, while Washington's determined and skillful 
leadership of the army, no doubt made victory possible, it did not assure it. The Spirit of 76 - a 
massive campaign of terror directed by patriotic citizens against all those who supported the 
government was the deciding factor that brought freedom to America. 

American Constitutional liberty was bom in mob pressure, fostered by secret societies, 
nurtured during seven years of intimidating violence, and institutionalized at the expense of well 
over a hundred thousand people. With this American history in mind, one who is faithful to the 
ideas of the Founding Fathers of this nation can have nothing but contempt and suspicion of the 
motives (or ignorance) of those people both within and without the government who would 
condemn citizens of today "for taking the law into their own hands" in defense of their rights. 

Had those who desired liberty in 1776 waited until a numerical majority of their fellow 
citizens were ready to "wake-up" (as the saying is today) to fight for the overthrow of the 
government, or had they hesitated in the use of "illegal" force and violence (force and violence are 
never legal except when used by those in power) against their governmental enemies, they would 
have all died in their old age as law-abiding subjects of the King - minus their freedom. 

Patriots of 1775 considered the sympathies of less than a third of the people sufficient to 
begin general hostilities against their oppressors. Herein lies the historical context of the American 
revolutionary majority. It has been wisely said that those who do not know and understand history 
can repeat its successes. 

In America today, the manacles of slavery and destruction once forged in London by the 
King are now forged in Washington. Acts of tyranny are carried out in the name of the federal 
government rather than in the name of the Throne. The vicious enforcers of dictatorial policies often 
call themselves F.B.I. or I.R.S. agents instead of his Royal Majesty's troops or tax collectors of the 
Realm. Substituting for the Redcoats of the British are the "bluecoats" of the bureaucrats and in far 
greater numbers. Though babblings for "the divine rights" of kings to rule have ceased, modern 
fools prattle of "democratic majorities" composed of an illiterate electorate enfranchised for the 
puipose of dispossessing the descendants of the Founders. While different in nomenclature the end 
results are exactly the same - the dark, cold, tight chains of slavery. 

A numerical majority of today's citizens cannot read these footprints of tyranny nor 
understand where they lead. In this they are no different than their counterparts of 200 years ago. 
Modem governments have mass communications to subtly guide the thinking of their subjects; thus 
is seen the phenomenon of today's citizen rushing forth to place the cuffs of bondage upon his own 
wrist by irrationally clamoring (as he has been indoctrinated) for more laws and government to 
solve problems created by an excess of both. This mental inversion, whereby the citizen willfully 
aids in efforts to subjugate himself, is of no small import for those who treasure their liberty. The 
implications are many, but the consequences could be singular: a governmentally programmed 
democratic majority may, as they dance along to mental tunes played by an electronic band of 
orchestrated communication, gleefully drag down (with their self-fastened chains) everyone else in 
the black hole of oblivion. 

Only one thing seems capable of closing the yawning mouth of the pit and that is the 
formation of a new revolutionary majority coupled with resurrection of the Spirit of 76. Anything 
short of this seems certain to pass on to today's children an increasingly difficult task of freeing 
themselves from transistorized chains of governmental control. Such a legacy is the bequeathal of 
cowards, not free men. 

The first American Revolutionists accused those who ruled them of excessive taxation, 
interference with property rights, illegal search and seizure, not protecting the citizens from 
incursions by several thousand Indians, policies destructive of the general welfare, and "altering 
fundamentally the form of our government," among other things. 

Today the federal government taxes its subjects for forty percent of their income, instead of 
the three percent (less than a dollar twenty a year) tax of the King; interferes with the ownership and 
use of virtually every description of property; authorizes everything from game wardens to I.R.S. 



agents to search, arrest, or seize property without a warrant. It allows fifteen million aliens to 
illegally cross its borders in less than a ten-year period; and conducts a policy of systematic 
extermination of its young men through no-win wars, and subjects the Founders' children to 
enforced equality. Each of the acts, individually amounts to altering fundamentally the form and 
purpose for which the federal government was created. Taken as a whole, they are a cry for - nay - a 
demand for, a new campaign of terror conducted against the government and its friends in the great 
American tradition of 1776. 

"Revolutionary Majorities" — Part Two 

An examination of the depth and magnitude of policies fostered by federal rulers detrimental 
to the people of present day America make the abuses of the English King's government pale into 
insignificance. One thing is clear; comparison of the criminal acts of the two governments makes 
those who value their liberty and freedom long for the bitter days of English despotism. 

While there are many similarities between the first American Revolution and the second 
(coming soon at a place near you), there are also significant differences. 

The first and paramount dissimilarity is that while our heroic Forefathers fought to 
overthrow their legally constituted government and were thus revolutionaries in the truest sense of 
the word, those who seek to break the quickly tightening bands of servitude today war against an 
illegal government that imposes itself upon the people under the color of the law. By the 
Washington regime's disobedience to and violation of the bonds of the Constitution, established by 
the Founders of this country, it has made of itself an unlawful body with no more right to govern the 
American people than has the present Queen of England. That the government survives despite the 
crimes it has committed is explainable only because the atrocities it systematically imposes are 
papered over with a veneer of legality. Propaganda that numbs the mind keeps people from rising 
against those who abuse them. 

There is no law in this country - other than power, which currently rests with the Pirates of 
the Potomac, who pose as our lawful government while using over powering force to quell those 
who resist their destructive policies. The Constitutional Revolutionist of today is actually fighting 
for a transfer of power from those who can make no legitimate claim to power, to those who 
inherently hold it as a natural right - the lawful citizens of this country. 

Another salient difference between the first American Revolution and the second is the 
contrast between the quality of the people of then and now. Our ancestors were strong men, who 
stated often that they were resolved "to die as free men rather than live as slaves." They were 
conditioned to doing their own thinking while at the same time ever holding before themselves the 
guiding lights of honor and duty. 

Today, raised in the lap of luxury, many people gladly exchange their freedom for the right 
to accumulate material possessions. Not one person in fifty can truthfully state that his opinions are 
the result of independent research rather than the mindless acquisition of pre-programmed 
"opinions" obtained by indulging in endless hours of obeisant T.V. watching (that modem day 
golden calf of those lost in the mental wilderness). Further, most Americans do not know the 
meanings nor values of honor and duty, the two great concepts of higher man. 

It is quite clear that the virtue of the present generation has declined to such a miserable 
degree that most people will never voluntarily help to make themselves free. Consequently they will 
have to be made to make themselves free. 

A great objective of revolutionary majorities is that of thmsting freedom upon those who are 
too weak to make themselves free while providing its blessings for the stronger, more noble 
elements of the race. This is done in the firm belief that under sound government, future generations 
will be naturally healthy in mind and spirit. The revolutionary patriot benignantly grants freedom to 
others while establishing framework that will allow posterity to be both free and strong. Other than 
the "great commission" of the Lord, no calling is as exalted or as honorable. These two significant 
differences - one of law, one of character - between the first struggle for freedom and the present 
one is deserving of substantial thought and analysis by those capable of so doing. Consider what 
type of self-preserving behavior can be expected from a government that already wades to its knees 



in the blood of young men deliberately sacrificed to the false god of Internationalism. Were the 
government really intent on opposing Communism, it would start a war in Washington and work its 
way to Vietnam. What behavior can be expected from a people who willingly pass their sons 
through the fire to be consumed? Each of these concepts deserve most careful examination. 

Opposing the federal purveyors of mass murder and the "the friends of government" who 
make such perfidy possible are men who trace their political lineage to times of Magna Carta, and 
who are mental as well as physical descendants of the Founding Fathers. They believe, as did their 
forbearers, that government is a social contract entered into by people of a similar mind for their 
mutual benefit. This agency created by the people can only, legitimately, be their servant - never 
their master. Further, it cannot possess lawful authority to deprive those who create it (or their heirs) 
of natural rights. In normal times men who arrayed themselves against the criminal acts of 
government would be called Constitutionalists, but "these are the times that try mens souls" as well 
as test their courage. Thus contemporary patriots become known as Constitutional Revolutionists 
determined to overthrow every vestige of unlawful government doing so with a firm belief that 
honor demands and duty requires the reestablishment of the law of their fathers. 

It can be realized then, that those who remain guilty of loyalty to the present illegal 
government in the District of Columbia are chargeable with treason to the Constitution of the United 
States and deserving the same fate of their historical predecessors who, in the name of the King, 
trampled upon sacred rights of Englishmen in 1776. 

It should be stated in their defense, however, that most of those who are participants in this 
odious transgression against the good of our noble forbearers do so in complete ignorance of the 
law. Having obtained ninety-five percent of their misinformation from government licensed T. V. and 
the remaining five percent from conversations with others who are also completely maladroit at 
obtaining facts on their own, they are victims of methodical thought control which began during 
their childhood and has been continued at a subliminal level throughout their lives. 

Though no doubt the maxim "ignorance of the law is no excuse for its violation" makes 
these people criminals, the mitigating circumstances of their lawlessness should be considered by 
those who are seeking to reestablish lawful rule in this country. 

A period of grace, commensurable with what the struggle will allow, is in order, thus 
providing the present supporters of unlawful government an opportunity to defect as they became 
cognizant of the law. 

By this fraternal act to the erring members of our race we serve not only the interest of 
justice but, at whatever point in time the grace period is of necessity terminated, all excuse for 
collaboration with the enemy will have been removed. Having held long aloft the olive branch of 
peace and forgiveness, no just complaint can be made by those who failed to avail themselves of it, 
when with the other hand, the terrible swift sword of vindication falls upon their necks. 

Even after the patriots of today have invoked "the Spirit of 76," and have successfully 
dammed the Mississippi with rotting corpses of the lying politicians, criminal bureaucrats, racial 
traitors, communists, assorted degenerates, cultural distorters, and those who resist the 
implementation of lawful Constitutional government, these patriots will have exhibited far more 
restraint and benevolence than the present government of the United States. For while 
Constitutionalists of today war against those guilty of the most heinous crimes upon our people, 
usurpers in Washington destroy in mind and wherever possible the bodies of those guilty of nothing 
more than having white skin. 

Coalescing within America today is a second revolutionary majority whose members in the 
spirit of their forbearers are resolved to die as free men rather than to live as slaves. Fike their noble 
ancestors, today's revolutionary majority must fight for the children of carping critics just as fiercely 
as for their own families. Emulating its predecessor, obedience is given only to the dictates of the 
code of natural law. For once again the enemies of liberty use the law of the nation as their shield - 
yea - even their justification for destroying freedom of the people. A government exceeding the 
power granted by their fathers - they are not bound to obey but bound to resist. 

John Adams said, that "freedom is a counter balance for poverty, discord, and war," and that 
if the revolutionary struggle failed, it would be because moderates tried to find a "middle ground" 
and to conduct "half a war," for freedom. Fikewise, today's tired voices are heard calling for politics 



as usual - moderation as always. Such thinking has allowed generations to die in chains in former 
times and will so again if adhered to. 

The age of the conservative like that of the dinosaur, has ended. Now begins a new age, 
destiny calls for her great men who by their iron will alter the pages of history from that of a tale of 
shame, cowardice, and decline, to a saga of glory, bravery, and rebirth. Soon, very soon, we will 
have a revolutionary majority... 


TTexts Xrcfjfoc: tracts 

Hosted by Stormfront White Nationalist Resources | Join Discussion Forum 





Principles of Resistance Organization 

The historical and linguistic origins of the political term "terror" prove that it cannot be applied to 
a revolutionary war of liberation.... The revolution itself is not terror, and terror is not the 
revolution. A revolution, or a revolutionary war, does not aim at installing fear. Its object is to 
overthrow a regime and to set up a new regime in its place. In a revolutionary war both sides use 
force. Tyranny is armed. Otherwise it would be liquidated overnight. Fighters for freedom must 
arm, otherwise they would be crushed overnight. Certainly the use of force also awakens fear. 
Tyrannous rulers begin to fear for their positions, or their lives or both. And consequently they try 
to sow fear among those they rule. But the installing of fear is not an aim in itself. The sole aim on 
the one side is the overthrow of armed tyranny; on the other side it is the perpetuation of tyranny. 
Menachem Begin — The Revolt, Chapter VI, Army of the Underground 


There is a lull in the action between the Resistance and the government regimes right now as both 
sides prepare for the coming struggle. So with this lull in the civil war, now is the time to be 
prepared for the upcoming campaign when the fighting begins anew. As a result of the lessons 
which had to be learned, now is the time to build New Model Resistance organizations able to 
quickly concentrate sufficient force at a point of attack so that the target is always eliminated, but 
diffuse enough so that the enemy has no idea as to their existence, much less their exact presence. 

In every Revolutionary struggle against tyrannical government, certain phases are in order. First 
there are discontented people, eventually coalescing into a Revolutionary officer corps. Then sides 
are taken. At first the ruling regime has a monopoly on the power and lacking intelligence enough to 
ameliorate grievances creates a number of martyrs, such as happened at Ruby Ridge and Waco. The 
regime cracks down on the opposition, as is happening now. The surviving opposition goes 
underground, and gets organized for a civil war ahead. We are right now at this point. The fighters 
and leaders have already chosen themselves. Soon an open shooting war shall 'just' happen with an 
escalation towards total civil warfare. This article is meant as a primer for those neutrals who lack 
natural Resistance leadership, or leadership in the stage of development. Every guerrilla war fought 
in modem times has instinctively used the methods outlined in this article. 

The basic building block of the Resistance is the cell. Strong cells = Strong Resistance. Weak or 
dysfunctional cells = No Resistance. 

Therefore, of great importance to the Resistance is forming these cells, with an eye towards cell 
security and survival. Once cells have formed and are a going concern, then and only then should 
interaction and communication between cells be addressed. 

Two Types of Cells -- Two Cellular Functions 

There are two types of Resistance cells — those based upon ties of family and those based upon 
ideology. Since these cells are different in their make-up, by default they will have different 
missions and purposes. 

Family cells. A family cell based upon ties of blood and marriage is predominantly a defensive cell, 
with a strategy of survival in a harsh world. This is especially so if the family cell has young 
children in it, as violence is usually a young single man's game. Such cells will be concerned with 
making sure those children survive to adulthood. Therefore these family cells will be defensive in 
nature, as such cells will be reluctant to engage in risky behavior, which if detected, could end up 
with the death of the father and husband and the poverty of the wife and the children, if they are not 
taken by the state for indoctrination. Since the unmasking of one family member could brand the 


rest of the family as unreliable by the government, this is a second reason why family cells will 
seldom engage in overt aggressive warfare against the government. 

But should such family cells be treated as second-class cells by the Resistance? Of course not. Such 
tightly knit cells, especially if they extend beyond the nuclear family to extended kinfolk, are 
invaluable for recruiting and for concealment. As a majority of the cells within the Resistance, they 
can bear the burden of diffuse blows when a vengeful regime is searching for the ideological cells. 
Since every society is based upon a family structure, no regime dares fully exterminate even the 
most suspect family because it alienates every family in the society — loyal or rebel. A society 
which destroys its best families is taking the final step towards the extinction which began when it 
lost the allegiance of those family units. 

With their will to survive and defensive attitude, the family Resistance cell is usually located in the 
middle stratum of society. Since they see the future and are preparing for it by prudently laying in 
stock quantities of food, ammunition and medicine, such a family cell can furnish both food, shelter 
and concealment for extended periods to an element of an ideological cell, which might well arise 
from within its family cell. Such family cells are the backbone of the Resistance, because they not 
only provide the muscle, but because they can act as eyes and ears for the Resistance. Also, it is the 
family cells which provide reinforcements and limited shelter for the ideological strike cells. With 
their respectability they can be invaluable in providing safehouses and support for the strike cells. 

Example: The Smith family has seen the coming conflagration for the past 10 years. Therefore they 
have formed a rural "commune" on their farm several miles outside a small town. On that farm is 
housed their grandfather and grandmother and one of the brothers. This brother leases available 
farmland and grazes cattle on the 20-acre farmstead. In the event of social conflict, it is understood 
that that extended members of the family will return from their jobs in the local cities and towns to 
the farm, where a stockpile of weapons, ammunition and stored grain await. 

This extended family does not advertise its beliefs aloud. It makes small political donations and 
supports the local charities and churches. The farming brother is even an honorary deputy sheriff. 

This family are respected members of the community. The grandfather has even made overtures 
and sounded out his friends and neighbors about what is going to happen come the collapse, and 
had set in motion an "unofficial" unspoken neighborhood watch which the local authorities know 
nothing about. 

From such families of quality comes the nucleus and cadre of the Resistance. 


Ideological Strike Cells. It is the ideological cells which are the fighting forces of the Resistance. 
Such cells are composed of from two to five individuals, working to common purpose to destroy the 
regime. The individuals will usually be men without children to support, men without any ties to 
bind each other except a hatred of the current social order and a need to impose the raw justice of 
revenge. Such cells are capable of doing anything, such is their alienation from the hated society 
and the lack of any links which would tend to hold them morally responsible for their conduct. 

Paradoxically, the smaller the cell, the less its vestigial links of command and control to other 
Resistance cells, the more dangerous such a rogue cell is both the regime and other elements of the 
Resistance. Such a rogue cell might go beyond blowing up police stations or assassinating regime 
politicians to poisoning a city water supply or unleashing biological warfare. While such results 
should be justly laid at the door of the corrupt regime with its armies of informants driving such 
cells beyond even the control of the Resistance, still, such cells should have some linkages to the 
Resistance if at all possible. It is one thing for the natural collapse of civilization to destroy in its fall 
the vast mass of herd animals and their predators and parasites. But if the destruction is not confined 
if at all possible upon the unjust and mediocre elements of society, any renewal of any civilization 
under the leadership of the Resistance might be impossible. 


Such an ideological cell escapes destruction for as long as it remains undetected. 

Consider the Unabomber with his "cell" of one. Highly intelligent and deeply committed, he would 
still be striking his enemies if he hadn't (1) developed a taste for writing long-winded leftist tracts 
and (2) his brother hadn't turned him in. So an ideological resistance cell should be able to strike 
down its enemies and should not be detected provided it practices good internal security so that it 
draws no attention to itself, and only chooses to prey upon society's predators, not harming innocent 
bystanders. As the society continues to decay and a crescendo of random violence escalates beyond 
the ability of the criminal elites to control, the opportunities to strike shall increase and the cell can 
more easily escape detection in the war zone that is current Amerika. 

But once a cell is detected, it can be easily destroyed. The regime will use all of its considerable 
assets to hunt down and then destroy that cell. So the most successful cell is one which the enemy 
does not know exists at all. Once a cell has done something that the current regime knows is 
uncommon, then half the cell's security is gone. But with the civic unrest which is to come, these 
incidents will be dismissed as the natural white noise generated by barbarism if given enough time 
between their occurrence. 

Example: The brother operating the farm is very good friends of other neighborhood families, the 
Jones's and the Williams's. This Smith has known these people all his life, gone to school and to 
church with them. The Jones and Williams families are part of the unofficial neighborhood watch 
program. 

But now one of the Jones's has lost his farm as a result of a fraudulent IRS assessment. A local 
bank buys it at a sheriffs sale, and uses the local corrupt state courts to prevent it from being 
redeemed. A number of local lawyers, the Sheriff, and a state judge are in on the racket as well. 

It is decided by the Smith brother and his friends the Williams's and another one of the Jones's that 
the time has come to retaliate against the banker, sheriff, and one or two of the lawyers who have 
built large houses out in the country, the proceeds of corrupt dealings in real estate and the 
establishment of a marijuana growing and methamphatimine cooking ring. 


Operations of an Ideological Strike Cell 

A strike cell is formed of one to five individuals working together by consensus. Some might form 
from out of the family cells on an ad hoc basis, but usually the tasks of a strike cell will mean that 
the cell membership will be on a permanent basis. By natural arrangement a leader will be chosen, 
but it will not be a despotic leadership but rather one of ability for the task at hand. 

Once a task has been chosen by means of planning, usually it will be implemented without much, if 
any, hitch. The power and destructive capability of a cell striking at will should not be 
underestimated. Entire cities could be poisoned or placed under biological warfare attack. Power 
stations or relays attacked. Bridges and tunnels destroyed. Members of the regime or their families 
won't be able to live in rural, inner-city, or any areas absent sufficient security or fortification. In 
many cases, the fear and hatred produced can make any area for all real intents and purposes 
ungovernable. 

Example: One cloudy night, the sheriff and his family receive the Smith brother, the two Williams's 
and one Jones brother who remains outside. After the telephone line is cut, the sheriff and his 
family are quickly killed and the place set on fire. Any cash is removed and the house is left a wreck 
in order to make it look like a burglary. The banker and his family receive a similar fate, after the 
banker is tortured to reveal his partners in the criminal ring. It is too late that night to visit the 
judge and lawyers. Their turns will come when the heat dies down. 

Meanwhile, the wronged Jones brother is in a public place surrounded by neutral witnesses. After 
several days, the local newspapers receive anonymous communiques that the sheriff and banker 
were in on a drug ring and such are the consequences of cheating on a drug deal. The public quietly 


thinks that they might have been done a favor. The Jones brother is one of the pallbearers at the 
crooked sheriff and his family's funeral. 


The Political Front 

In every revolution it is necessary to have a political front acting as the mouthpiece of an Action 
Force. The Revolutionary Strike Cells are the Action Forces. The Political Front works 
independently of the Action Force, preparing propaganda to justify everything the Action Force 
does and to demonize the corrupt regime. The Political Front always seizes the moral high ground 
and fiercely counter-attacks against any lies propagated by the criminal regime. Action Forces of the 
Resistance are always patriots striking fear into the quisling collaborationist fascist swine of the 
current regime. A Political Front cell never has anything good to say about the evil regime or its 
minions. 

The Political Front member is very, very good at communications and is politically aware. It is his 
job to set the common man against the parasitic regime which is destroying the foundations of civil 
society. So every chance he gets, he pens letters to the editor, sets up WWW Internet pages and e- 
mail trees to send out his message, runs for political office and files lawsuits against the regime for 
its violations of its own pretend legislation. If good with oral communications he gets a shortwave 
radio show or becomes a traveling lecturer before patriotic audiences. He feeds the flock, sets the 
majority at odds with the criminal regime, and lays down a steady stream of verbal assault on the 
criminal regime and its servants of evil. 

The Political Front is as valuable as the Action Front, as it protects and attacks the regime using its 
own pretensions to legitimacy against it. The Political Front's job, in addition to attacking the 
regime includes informing the downtrodden and disenfranchised middle that there are other 
solutions, solutions which have the common beginning of first exterminating the current regime and 
its members. As such, the Political Front is creating more Resistance Shock troops and sympathizers 
all the time. Previous successful Political Fronts which successfully interacted with their Resistance 
Action Forces are the Sein Fein acting with the Irish Republican Army and the Irgun working with 
the Likud in post-WWII British Palestine. 

It is essential that the Political Front establish a Chinese wall between it and the Action Forces. It 
cannot know, officially or not about the activities of the Action Forces. Known members of the 
Political Front are always under observation by the criminal regime, therefore open propaganda on 
common knowledge are all that is broadcast by the Political Front propagandist regarding the 
Action Forces. 

Also, it is essential that because of the regime's scrutiny that the Political Front propagandist not 
have any "illegal" weapons or any weapons at all other than those owned by ordinary members of 
the rural majority, that he have not use drugs or be sexually promiscuous or a debtor. A Political 
Front member must be a paragon of morality, since he is attacking the criminal regime's and their 
minions' morality all the time. If a Political Front member is arrested, the middle majority must 
always smell a police setup and suspect that the ruling gubbnmint criminals have ordered the frame- 
up. 

Violation of this principle has been the cause justifying many a patriot arrest. Political Front 
members are not Action Force members and Action Force members are not Political Front 
members! Get this in your head. If you act, don't talk. If you talk, don't act. 


Example: Within two days, upon hearing it on the TV news, a Political Front operative across the 
country promptly gloated via e-mail and his WWW site how good it was that the drug-running 


criminal element were eating their own. What a shame that all the gubbnmint criminals and their 
families had not been killed by the drug cartel that they had cheated. If the operative didn't hear 
about drugs being the cause, he assumed that drugs were the cause, or maybe the dead gubbnmint 
criminals had crossed the wrong people. Maybe even the Resistance, who had properly 
exterminated the criminal families for good reason. 


Summary: Resistance Organizations are spontaneously set up in the case of a aggrieved patriot or 
patriots setting or are the results of slow, patient careful recruiting over a period of years by the 
aware and alarmed, especially in the case of family and Action Force cells. 

Some Resistance organizations have existed for several decades, the planning of survivalist families 
and Christian Identity believers. Some are being formed today as more and more people wake up to 
the impending collapse of civilization caused by the criminal element ruling at the top and the 
underclass feeding at the bottom. 

In any case, planning the membership of your Resistance organization and its objectives is best 
deliberately done in advance as opposed to setting one up under pressure when it may be far too 
late. 


— Martin Lindstedt 
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Gun Owner's of America's Petition to Speaker 

Gingrich 


The following petition may be viewed in its original, and accessed, 
at the WWW pag e address herein listed. Electronically, you may add 
your voice to those who have already made themselves heard. It may be 
in vain, but we owe it to ourselves to try. Further, on the GOA web 
page is a letter from GOA's Larry Pratt to the NRA which is a 
masterpiece, and could carry a title: IMO COMPROMISE. It is well worth 
your time to read. Do it. Gain inspiration from it. Realize just what 
a pack of worthless leeches the NRA has become -- read it, and begin to 
understand how we have arrived at our present sorry state. 

The views expressed in this introduction are those of the editor, 
William Michael Kemp, and should not be used to accuse the GOA of 
considering the NRA a bunch of scumbags. 

-- Editor Kemp. 

GOA Petition To Hold Newt Gin g rich Accountable 
http://www. g unowners.or g/ petition.htm 


www. g unowners.or e 
Oct 1997 

Petition To Urge Responsibility On The Part Of The Republican Majority: 

To The Attention Of The Honorable Newt Gingrich, 

Speaker Of The House Of Representatives 

Whereas, the Republican Majority in Congress was achieved due in large 
measure to the support of gun owners nationwide; 

Whereas, President Clinton himself openly acknowledged that the 
semi-automatic firearms ban cost the Democratic party enough seats to 
insure a Republican majority in the House; 

Whereas, as Speaker, you are on record as stating that no gun control 
legislation would pass while you held the position of Speaker, and yet, 
recent actions of Congress have resulted in some of the most onerous gun 
bans in history being signed into law; among them, but not limited to, 
the Lautenberg Domestic Violence Gun Ban and the Kohl version of Gun 
Free School Zones, both which were included in the Omnibus Appropriations 
Bill of 1996; 

Whereas, numerous initiatives to help restore the rights of law-abiding 
citizens such as, but again not limited to, H.R.'s 27, 1009, and 1147, 
continue to languish in Committee; 

Whereas, as Speaker you are charged with the responsibility of instructing 
the Committees to bring such reparative measures to the Floor but have yet 
to do so; 

Whereas, in the face of this unreasonable recalcitrance to further 
legislation which would protect the rights of the gun owning voters 
whose actions were in and of themselves largely responsible for your 
ascension to a post leaving you third in line for the Presidency, you 
have allowed legislation which directly and unconstitutionally impacts 












this constituency in a negative and abhorrent manner; 

Whereas, the Leadership has by all accounts adopted a policy of ignoring 
the numerous, continual, and substantive attempts by advocates of freedom 
to rectify the situation; 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED: 

That in light of the serious dereliction of Constitutional duty on the 
part of the Majority, you have forced the community of gun owners in 
this country to demand through this initiative that you immediately 
recognize our legitimate concerns. The 105th Congress must go on record 
as supporting the Second Amendment freedoms of those who by due process 
determined its configuration. 

Signed, 

Name : 

E-mail : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip : 

comments : 
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